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bengn, under the odious Name of 
OS Perſecution, to decry and vilify all 
legal Eſtabliſhments of Religion; 
there are yet two Obſervations to 

be wade upon his own-Accouat of things, which 
are rather favourable to the oppoſite Concluſion, 
viz. Firft, That the general Senſe of Mankind 
Mena dir as Site tom: which 
ſeems to be no inconſiderable Prejudice againſt 
his Scheme, and implies that the Neceſſity of 
publick Order and Decorum has forced all Na- 
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on ſes as, 

That he scnowledges®there will be ſome Abit 
of Liberty, of lawleſs and unbounded Liberty. We 
will grant him on the other hand, that there 
have been ill Effects of Power, of arbitrafy and 
deſpotic Power. But what ſhould we infer from 
hence? not ſurely that either Extreme ſhould be 
recommended -or continued - in the Church, but 

that a proper Medium ought to be obſerved be- 
tween them, that Power ſhould be guided by 
Juſt and equitable Rules, and Liberty kept, within : 
its due Bounds by legal Sanctions. 

But whatever be judged of Mr. Chandler's - 
Argument, which without doubt will be exa- 
mined by. ro - Hands, yet Truth and fair 

Dealing at {raft ſhould have appeared in his Col- 
lections, and he ſhould. not by his partial Repre- 
ſentation of Hiſtory, by difgüiſing and colouring 
what he finds in antient Authors, by picking 
what he likes, how ill ſoever it be ſupported ; 
and by dwelling on every Cireumſtance that look 
{tividiods, hilt he drops or ſuppreſſes. that 
which triight ſet it in a propet Light: I ſay, hd 

ſhould not, by this Method of proceeding; "have 
given ground to ſuſpect, that it has rather been 
his Aim to blacken and throw Dirt, that te fe- 

| late Fact. Vet that this has been his Method of 

: proceeding, will appear in many Inſtauees, not- 

3 Withſtanditig he gravely aſſures his Readey aftet 
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any thing better, he ſhould have had it told with 
Pleaſure. T be Story, 4s it is, (proceeds he) I have 
told with Grief, And again, I wiſh, for the Ho- 
nour of former Times, I could give a better Account 
of theſe Afſemblies of the Clergy, &c.x Which 
puts me in mind of what ſome relate of the 
Crocodile, that he firſt kills a Man, and then 
ſtands a while to weep over him. 

We are all ſenſible that the Clergy, as well as 
Laity, arc Men and not Angels; and there- 
fore if any Man ſhall allow himſelf to rake to- 
gether a long Detail of their Failings and Im- 
perfections, without balancing againſt them an 
Account of their Virtues and Abilitics ; and 
eſpecially if he can take the liberty to miſrepre- 
ſent Facts that are truly laudable, and give his 
Reader only a Scrap of a Quotation, which ſeems 
to ſerve his purpoſe, when the whole Tenor of 
his Author would place it in quite another 
View; it can be no wonder if the Picture which . 
he draws ſhould be ugly and deformed : but 
they who have their Eyes about them, and will 
look into Books, may ſoon be convinced that it 


| is not according to the Life, 


Had he ſpared the two firſt general Councils, = 
I had perhaps been ſilent: But fince thofe vene- 
rable Aſſemblies, in which the prime Doctrines 
of our Religion were declared in oppoſition to 
growing Hereſies, have not eſcaped the Rancour 
of his Pen, J ſhall digeſt his Aﬀertions in refarion 


Introduction, page 102. _ 1 
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[4] 
to the Hiſtory of thoſe Times, under different 
Heads, and doubt not to convince every equitable 
Reader, that whatever Opinion we arc to enter- 
tain of Mr. Chandler's Abilitics, it muſt be 
with great Abatement in point of Candour and 


Ingenuity. 


N ALEXANDER Biſhop of Alexandria. 


Chandler's Introduction, page 22. The Biſhop 


being greatly offended by theſe Expreſſions 
« of Arius, upon account of the Novelty of 
4 them, and not able to bear ſuch an Op- 
« poſition from one of his Presbyters to his 
„ own Principles, commanded Arius to for- 
cc bear,” c. 


The Novelty of Arius s Expreſſions was a juſt 


ground of Cenſure, yet it was not meerly the 
Novelty of Phraſe that gave Offence, but its con- 


taining a Senſe directly contrary to Scripture and 
Antiquity. That the Biſhop was of a Temper 
not able to bear Oppoſition, is an Addition of 


Mr. Chandler's, without any Ground, that I can 


ſec, in the Hiſtorians, They tell us, that Arius 
was of a turbulent Spirit, and had been excom- 
municated (though reſtored again) for ſiding with 
the Melitian Faction, before Alexander came to 
the See, + and that his Diſappointment of the 
Biſhoprick by that Promotion, had provoked 


him! in this manner to oppoſe the Doctrine of his 
+ Sozcm. Hiſt, Eccl, lib. 1. cap.15. 


Biſhop : 
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Biſhop: g But they no where tell us, hat the 
Biſhop's Severity was the reſult of a high Spirit, | 
impatient of Contradiction, but rather of a juſt 
Concern for the Importance of thoſe Truths 
which were contradifted. Nay, they tell us, 
he had a real Eſteem and Value for his Presbyter, 
and examined his Poſitions with great Impar- 
riality, commending ſometimes one fide, and 
ſometimes the other, as a fair Moderator i in the 
Diſpute.* 


Chandler, page 23. « Alexander's Doctrine, as 
« Arijus repreſents it to his Friend Euſebius of 
« Nicomedia, was this. God is always, and 
« the Son always : The ſame Time the Father, 


« the ſame Time the Son + T he Son coexifts with bs 


« God unbegottenly, being ever begotten, being 
« unbegottenly begotten : That God was not be- 
&« fore the Son, no, not in Conception, or the 
« Jeaft Point of Time, he being ever God, ever 6 
« Son © for the Son is out of God himſalf 


I muſt in the firſt place except to the Tranſla- 
tion of one Clauſe, | he being ever God, ever a Son,] 
as if both Characters related to one Perſon ; 
whereas they clearly relate to two, 4 and ſhould 
rather be rendered, | there was always God, always 
4 Son, ] or, [God is always, 4 Son always, ] being 


§ Theod. Hiſt, lib, 1. ke 2. 
* AEC per is r Axen durhy,— TH H vu, Th I 
i celruc £Taiydy. Sozom. ut ſupra.” 
+ As bed, de} ibs, Theod, H. E. lib. 1; cap. 3. 
, | * exactly 


161 


that has the Article inſertel. 

As to the Subſtance of the Doctrine contained 
in theſe Poſitions, there can be no doubt of its 
Agreement with Mexanger's Doctrine, except 
it be where he ſpeaks of the Sow coexifting with 

the Father, ,, in an unbrgottan manner, 


and being «ywrmrog4ris, which our Author ren- 


ders uwnubegottenly begotten. And even as to this 
Phraſe it is to be obſerved, | 


I. That we have it only in the Repreſentation 
made by Arius of Alexander's Words, not in any 
thing of Alexander's own. Hlexander himſelf, 
* in his Letter to his Nameſake of Conftamtinople, 
and to other Biſhops, is very full and expreſs in 
aſcribing the Title of are, to the Father 
only. But as he aſſerts the Son to have had 
dsa yirom, @ generation without beginning, it 
is moſt likely that Arius has here altered the 
Terms, as if he had maintained an ungenerated 
Generation. And indeed Mr. Chandler himſelf 
ſeems not to think very differently of this Matter, 
when + he admits this to be only a Conſequence 
which Arius drew from the Biſhop's other Po- 

fitions, and not any thing really maintained 'by 
Alexander. But why then does he afterwards 
( lay ſuch: fireſs upon the Biſhop's Uſe of cheſe 
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+ Introduction, page 23, 24. | 
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exattly the ſame with the Grit Claue, except that 


174 
Terms, as an rn 
with ContradiQion? : 


2 That if this Word ene 
Alexander, it muſt in all reaſon be *, mo 
by other Places where he has expreſſed 
more largely. So then in the Epittle aboye- 
mentioned he delivers this Doctrine of _ 
ration — And in om Lord ius Chrift, the 
only begorten Son of God, bugotten not of that which 
is not (or of nothing) but of the exifting Farber, 
not after the Likenſs of: Bodies by Seftions or BP. 


fluxes of Diviſions, == but ineffadly and intxplic 


abyy, - 
according to him who tid, as is #hovemention ” 


Who ſball declare his Generation? In ſhort, the 


Word Generation was in danger of being 

by a. Compariſon with Things created; 
therefore Alexander thought fit to guard —— 
fuch Miſtakes : and if with this view he had uſed 
the Word ay erm ſſeyerds, it would have much the 
ſame import with that Clauſe which was aftcr- 
wards inſerted ir the Craed ¶ begitten, not made, | 
or with that dh y, generation - without 
beginning, which Alexander, us we ſaw, metitions 
in his Epiftle. And decordiagly it is obſervable; 
thas tho: Word: ovens: 8 ber 0E ls 
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begotten, till the Oppoſition of Hereticks made 
ee nts arp 


8 3. That whatever might be 3 . 

2 a particular Expreſſion, it was not for 
diſapproving it that Arius was cenſured, but for 
denying che eternal Exiftence of the Son, and 
laying. down ſome Ne of his own 

in contradiftion + to it. was not condemned 
5 for rejecting t the Dochtine itſelf, and expreſſing 
his, N in the * qu. and mt 0 
Terma. 


Chandler, page 25. Alexander Cad] that the 
. © only begotten Nature Was a middle Nature 
a « between the unbegotten Father and the Things 
© created by him out 1 'Theod, Hiſt. 
« Eecl. lib. bi cap. 4. 


| 4 is 3 known. to 8 kick ſpe 
Doctrine, chat the Son is of one Subſtance with 
the Father: and thereſore it is to be obſerved, 
that before the Riſe of the Arian Controverſy, 
the Uſe of the Word od or Nature, / was uſed 
with leſs Reſtriction, and oſten put to mean the 


fame with 'Hypoſtafis or Henn,, So that the 
See Dr. Wael. 24 Def. p. 356, ad Hite eee 
— > fe Dur od Dl 57 183. N *. 
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chat Me Chandliy fhoutd mention this as rj In- 


Rutice” of his Agteement with Arits, Who ex- 
prefily afferted, on the _ that the So 
was i * e, — e. 01 n *. 
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_ Chandler, 215 5 « © If cheſs mers. the things 


e taught, and pub lickly;avowed by, Alexander 


and. Anus, as repreſents the other's 


« Prigciples, I perſuadg myſelf chat every 
* * ſober! Man will think; they. both deſerved: 
* Cenſyre, — But tis ng uncommon, thing, for 
_ + warm. Diſputants to.miſtake and miſrepreſent 
each other: And that this was the Cale, in 
the preſent Controverſy, is, I think, cyident 
beyond diſpute; Alexander and Aris der 
18 ſcribing cach other's Opinions, not, as they 
« held them themſelves, but according to the 


„ ces each" imagined to follow from 
2 them:” ger 9} Take n ee e 


"That this way b ben true as to 858 p art OT whit 
Arins charged on Aexanger, was ſhewn, to be 
aot improbable before :: Bur the Poſiticne of 
Amur, are not only contained in a private E piſtle 
of Alauauder, but are related as the Refittt* ry 
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Le] 
rowly canvaſſed and examined, and his Senſe was 
taken from his own Mouth. And indeed the 
Biſhop of Alexandria was fo. far from being raſh 
or haſty in his Cenſure of  Arius, chat Sozomers 
tells us, “ he was blamed by many for enduring 
his Innovations with more Patience than. became 
him; but it was his Temper, in controverted 
Matters, to allow to both ſides Freedom of Diſ- 
pute, leſt they ſhould ſeem to be ſilenced by 
Force rather than by Argument. Thus he fate 
as Moderator between both Parties, and ſpake 
in commendation of either in their turns, till at 
laſt he determined on the fide of rhoſe who were 
oppoſite to Arius. Here therefore was all the 
fair Dealing that could be asked ; and when, after 
this, the Alexandrian Council proceeded to con- 
demn Arius, it muſt be concluded that he had 
perſonally afferted thoſe Poſitions which are 
charged upon him. Or if there could be any 
Room for ſuſpecting Partiality at Mexandria, yet 
the Council of Nice, which was gathered dem all 
Parts of the World, can hardly be liable to ſuch 
Suſpicion: They bad a , at 
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which Arius appeared - perſonally 9 den, 
when his Tenets were accurately ely ſearched. into, 
that they might not vote may or or raſhly 
Matter of ſuch Importance: And 5 N 


their os cre do ere charge 


| duced, it dn böler, ee ee a e i. e. 
out of nothing. And this we have no need to 


collect from the Accuſation of his 
ſince Arias has expreſely acknowledged it j under 
his own hand in a Letter to Euſebius of Nicomedia, 


and makes it a part af the Charge againſt his own + 


before the Sou by am imaginable point of tim: 
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Chandler, ibid, 4 Alexander delares the Son to · be 
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I cannot tundetfiand: by what Ruled oft. 
mar Mr. Chandler makes this lat: Cliuſe>t6-bs 
the Tranſlation of A! 34p d h The plain 

and literal rendering is this, or unbigotten bo 
was vor Which. muſt ſignify either, us, that 
the Character of unbegotten belongs not to him; 
being the perſonal Character of łhe Fstlier, as 
Alexander and all Catholicks maintatned; iet 
elſe, Secondly, as the Connexion of chat Place 
rather imports, that whilſt he was Wabegorten, 
or till he was begotton, he did not cxift (Which 

grees very well with ns otlier Ponton 
but — Myr. Chandler's Trariſlation: 


S FASO SH MH £< , {+ 6&8 


« before all Ages, Iaπνj ) © Arhus expreſely 
_< ſays the ſame, that he'was \ Pefore ail Per 


8 
— 


page 95. ( 4rius, as has been ſhewn, expre f 
te allowed the Son ro. be wg) N e gy dndvas, 
&« before all Times and Agel; mim G, perftes 
« God; dreaxoiels;, ichangeable, and begprtch 
* akter 1 the, moſt perfect Likenels of. the. un- 
5 begotten Father. This to me bid very -- 
« fair for Orthodexy, and was, I think, e- 
c nough to have recbncilect the Bikop and 


«. his Presbyter, if there had not been ſome 
« other 


r SA 


p 


S 


* 778 Refi there might. 1 24 BY 2 
deſides thoſe that appear in Hiſtory, I pret 
not to determine: But we have ſecn,already, f the 
Presbyter had all the fair Uſage that could by 
asked from his Biſhop firſt, and om the Coungi 
afterwards. And if he did make uſe. of thel 
Expreſſions, which 174 the Catholicks of former 
Times were uſed to. expreſs the ſame Doctrine 
which was tau gbt by Alusander, and thereh 
gave them ſome Difficulty to. find, gut the on 
Deſign and Pyrport of his Notions, yet it ap- 
pears, that he added the Uſe of other Phraſes, 
which were plainly inconſiſtent with the 

of the Church, and with theſe very Expreſſions 
in their original and true Meaning. From hence 
there is reaſon to ſuſpect, that he .uſeds thaſe 
Expreſſions with ſuch Reſerve and Evaſion, as 
was certainly uſed by Euſebius of Nicomtdia, By 
others of his Abettors and Followers. Thus 
when they confeſſed the Son to be beſore ali 
Times and Ages, they had no notion of Eternity 
in that Expreſſion, but meant only to acknows- 
ledge his Exiſtence, before that Meaſuring '6f 
Time and Duration, which commenced with the 
Creation of this Hable World. * When they 
called him Goa, they confeſſed only à Title of 
Honour conferred on him at che free Plealiite 


tos 
* Ante temporz & ſecuh Wed e l 48805 arque 
Diaboto eſt non begindum. Hiker, ane Aura. 60. . 1367, 
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and Appolttment of the Father. + And if they 


added, that he was true or perfe# God, they 


only meant that the Father had really placed 


bim in that State of Dignity: H And as to the 


Word dreaxeie]o;, which Arius uſes, if that can 


any way conſiſt with the Aſſertion proved upon 
bim in the Council, that the Son is capable. of 


Virtue or Vice, it can only be in the ſame low way 
of interpreting, that though mutable by Nature, 
yet by the Power of God he is preſerved from 
Change. What Thanks then could be due to 
Arius for the Orthodoxy of theſe Expreſſions, 
when, by a latent and reſerved Meaning, he eva- 
cuated all the Force of them, and reconciled 


them to his own'Tenets? Though had he kept 


that Meaning to himſelf, and not diſturbed the 
Church with contrary Poſitions, we ſhould have 
heard nothing of the Cenſures and Anathemas 
againſt him. 


Chandler, ibid. 6e Arias Caye] that the Son was 
& not before he was begotten, i. e. that he 
dc as from before all 5, rhe ee Son 7 
8 15 Cd. 
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portentous Comment ! Would any one ſup- 
poſe it poſſible for the Wit of Man to make 
theſe two Propoſitions exegetical of one another? 
That Arius allowed the Son to be begotten beſare 
all Hyes is certain; and what he meant by it is 
ſhewn in the foregoing Remark. That he af» 
firmed the Son was not before he was begotten, is 
alſo certain. But that he meant preciſely the 
fame by both Propoſitions, could ſcarce come into. 
any Man's Head, who was not reſolved, where 
he could not decently own the true Meaning, to 
invent another. By the one he affirms that the 
Son did exiſt before the Creation of the World; 
by the other he denies him to be properly eternal 
as the Father, and ſuppoſes him * from 
N on- Exiſtence into * 25 


III. CONSTANTINE 5 | 


Chandler, p. 25. The firſt Step he Conſtantine] 
took to heal this Breach way right and pru- 
« dent: He ſent his Letters to Alexandria, 

4 exhorting Alexander and Arius to lay aſide 
their Differences, and become reconciled 
« to each other. He tells them, that after he 

& had diligently examined the Riſe and Progreſs 

ef this Affair, he found the Occaſion of the 
« Difference to be very Prifling,” 8c. 


No doubt but the Piety and charitable Intent 
of the Emperor, in this Interpoſition, deſerve 
our Commendation: But his Prudence in the 
ls Method 
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Methed of conducting it is not without Excep- 
tion. He was at that time a very young 
Chriftian, and little qualified to judge of the 
Importance and Conſequence of ſuch a Diſpute. 


Nor does he ſay (as this Author repreſents him) 


that he had diligently examined the Riſe and Pro- 
greſs of this Affair, but that he had conſidered or 


reaſoned with himſelf about it, and that he had 


learut the Ground of the preſent Comroverſy,+ From 


whom he had learnt it, it will be eaſy to judge, 


when we confider that he/was then reſident at 
Nicomedia, where Euſebius the Biſhop, was a 
known Favourer of Arius, and is repreſented by 
the Hiftorians F to have had fuch Intereſt at 
Court, as was no inconſiderable Advantage to 
the Arian Cauſe. The Empreſs Conflantia was 
profeſſedly his Friend; and then it can be no 
wonder, if, between them both, they fo far in- 
fluenced her Brother Conſtant ine, as to get him 
to write in that Strain of Neytrality. But after 
the Return of Ho/ius, the Emperor had juſter 
Notions of that Matter, and we hear no more 


ol his blaming Alexander, or judging it aQueſtſon 


of ſmall Importance. 


% t qi vor vl Sol x 9 alt beg She 
Fuſeb. de vitd Conſtant. lib. 2. cap. 68, 

2 4 Maste ah tber dE & vb. ce 
21 xdlaConiy, ibid. esp. 69. Socrat. H. E. Ib. 4. cap. 7. 

S u 5 xd]* indivo 7% xapy dare 6 EuvoiCios, J- x4 
Thi BH, eas; 5 Be Tire dure. Socrat, H. E. I. 1. 
cap. 6. . . — Carer EvgyC roy my 779 ref 
Thy rixeundeor  ixxancias, av, es νονν 45 © Tois ga- 
yrs TeTruanHAjer. Sozom, I. L. c. 15. P. 423. 
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Chandler, page 30. © But he was ſoon perſuaded 

« into more violent Meaſures ; for out of his 

« great Zeal to extinguiſh Hereſy, he put 

« forth publick Edits againſt the Authors 

« and Maintainers of it, -whom— he deprives 

« of the Liberty of meeting together for 

« Worſhip: And with reſpect to the Ariaus, 

© he baniſhed Arius himſelf, and moſt cruelly 

6 commanded, that if any one ſhould dare to 

« keep in his poſſeſſion any Book written by 

« Arius, and ſhould not immediately burn it, 

« he ſhould be no ſooner convicted of the 

« Crime, but he ſhould ſuffer Death. Thus 

& the Orthodox firſt brought in the Puniſh- 

« ment of Hereſy with Death, and perſuaded 
e the Emperor,” Sc. 


Here is full Proof of what I have affirmed, 
that the Emperor no longer looked on it as a 
Matter of ſmall Importance. How far the 
Eſtabliſhment of Religion by penal Laws and 
Sanctions, is to be juſtified, and when it deſerves 
to be branded with the alias Name of Perſecu- 
tion, is not the matter of my preſent Enquiry. 
I ſhall attend only to the Matter of Fact. 
The general Edict againſt Hereticks, and for 


ſuppreſſing their Conventicles, we have related 


by Euſebius,* in the very Terms of it, with 


' the enforcing Word ne/ire in the Conclu- 


ſion. But how far it was executed or took 
„ Euſeb, de vita Conſtant, lib. 3. cap. by, 4 


D effoct, 


1181 
eſſect, we are not able to lay. The Baniſhment 
of Arius and his Abetters is indeed atteſted by 
the following Hiſtorians; but then it muſt be 
added, that the Emperor. uſed them with great 
Mildnefs and Clemency, and was ready to reſtore 
them upon the leaſt appearance of Submiſſion; tho 


the Event ſhewed there was too much Fallacy and 


Diſſimulation in it. The ſanguinary Law againſt 


thoſe who ſhould conceal any of Arius's Books, 


is mentioned only by Sozomen, ® and that not in 
the Form of Words in which it was enacted: 
Nor 1s there any Inſtance to be produced of any 
one Suffering on that account. So that if this 
was the real Purport of the Law, it was pro- 
bably made only in terrorem, without any Deſign 
to put it in Execution: Which both the ſame 
+ Sozomen and Mr. Chandler himſelf g allow to 
have been the Caſe in ſome of T beodoſius's Laws, 
and we may farther obſerve to be the Caſe in 

our own Laws againſt Romiſh Prieſts, which have 
never bcen executed in any one Inſtance, though 
they are known to reſide among us in great 
numbers. Mr. Chandler's invidious Reflection 


that the Orthodox firſt brought in the Puniſhment of 
Hereſy with Death, is very extraordinary: for it 


amounts to this, that the firſt Chriſtian Emperor 


being on the Orthodox Side, his Laws and the 
Penalties enforcing them were on the ſame Side 
alſo, , But if they were the 0 in crating _— 


wes Hift. Eccl, lib. 1. cap. at. 


$ Sozom. lib 7. cap. 12. pag. 719. 
* Introduction, page 41. . 
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[49 ] 
yet the Arians certainly outwent them ſn the 
Execution, pai y in the Reign of Valens, 
and the Vanda! Perſecurion under Hanneric, which 
was never exceeded dy ny r of Heathen 
Terſecutots. eee e e 


* 
*. 4 = 


. Coumett of NI. | 
Chandler, page 26, © Conflantine being greatly 


« diſturbed upon this account, ſent Letters to 


te the Biſhops of the ſeveral Provinces of the 
“ Empire, to affemble together at Nice in 

 & Bithynia, and a&ordingly great numbers of 
them came, A. C. 425. ſome through Hopes 
« of Profit, and others out of Curloſſty to fee 
« fach a Miracle of an Emperor. = Etebius 
«tells us, ſome came to the Connie with 
« worldly Views of Gan. 


This, with more of the fame” Sth is that 


Author's way of throwing Dirt on the moſt, ve- 
nerable Aſſembly of Men that ever met ſince the 
Days of the Apoliles, And ſince, this Part of 
his Charge is grounded: on the Teſtimony of 
Euſobius, it may be proper, in regard of this 
Antiquity, to examine it in the firſt place. 
Now it is certain that Euſebius, whatever were 
his particular Sentiments, has ſpoken of this ve- 
nerable Aſſembly in Terms of the greateſt Re- 
ſpect and Deference. He calls them, an 

of God, whom Con Hantine muſtered. againſt. the 
Devil. . He aſcribes it to the Hork-of Gua to 


* E. ori èmsęardlor aun [ dpard + xe het g- 
Aa ſa, cuuꝛdoy dπννẽxlu gun er Euſeb. de vit. Conſt, 


l. 3. c. 6. 
| D 2 collect 
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collect ſo many Perſons from ſuch diſtant Coun- 
tries, as 4 great Crown or Garland of Prieſts, com- 
poſed and adorned with the faireſt Flowers. He 


[ 20 } 


reckons it as the ſingular Glory of Conftantine, 
to have dedicated this Crown connected in the Bond 
of Peace, as a devout Tefltimony of his Gratitude 


for the Viftories he had obtained. He commends 


the Aſſeſſors of this Council as very excellent 
Perſons, | ſome eminent for the Wiſdom of their 
Diſcourſes, | others for the Striftneſs of their Lives, 
aud Patience under Sufferings ; and others a- 


dorned with Modeſty and courteous Bebaviour. And 


of theſe ( he ſays) ſome were venerable for their 
Age, and others excelled in their youthful Vigour 
both of Body and Mind.” + Where is the Ingenuity 
of ſuppreſſing or concealing -all this honourable 
Teſtimony, (except a cold Hint which will be 
mentioned by and by) whilſt the whole Streſs is 


* Kenn? % cunñd hv 6 males, 1750 zehn hex T rer. 
peer ihre. 8:38 Abo Ju xe, & x) oa x Xipaur, 
x) Toros Y Wreor roppaſſd ro due g ã⁰⁰ẽ̊ aud - 
Ja. Y wie Tos d vmedixe)l wins, ojoy TIve ue je- 
picy Fipavey, of Geguay avdior xd]erruxmapivy, ibid. 

$ Terre wives of aidvos tis ν,e KovoarTivGr " Xp15@ 
Fepavoy ad] cu 2s epluns, my auns owTIE: Tis xe} 
ex0por x e vixns — «reribes eu hewor, 
cap. 7. 

+ To 5 3% 647 Menus, 64. be Sremperer cola 5 
G 3, Bis. werb aht % rafſeeias bf 3. 3 med ute Te; 
Tp xdlexorues]o, Naar 5 rer, dt f, xeins luüre rn 
u. Gt f vebrile x, Ade cu dl n edp. 9. 
Vid. Valeſij Angot, ad oe. * wy 
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55 Peace, and the Sight of a ftrang 
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laid on an E xpreſſion or two, which could never 
be wreſted to the Diſeredit of the Couneil, if all 
this were taken in with them! Buſebius ſays 
indeed that the Emperor's Encouragement conduced 
much to the Work, viz. to the gathering of this 
Aſſembly. “ But what ſort of Encouragement, 
he explains clearly himſelf 3 he ſupplied them 
with Conveniencics for their Carriage, f and pro- 
vided them a Table during their Stay at Bi- 


| #hynia, ? which was an Expence that theſe good 


Men, who had been long haraſſed under the 
Yoke of Perſecution, could not otherwiſe have 
born. Euſcbius ſays alſo, that the Hope of good 
Things, (or Times) and the preſent Opportunity of 
e Wonger, viz. ſo 
preat an Emperor, (a Wonder in indeed to thoſe who 
had been ſo worried and perſecuted by his Pre- 
deceſſors !) induced them to come thither. 4 But 
why muſt this Hope of good things (or Times) 
have that ill-natured Turn which Mr. Chandler 
gives it, to mean Hopes of Profit: and worldly 
Views of Gain, as if private Advantage had been 
the Influence that moved them? when conſider- 
ing the Character of the Men and of the Times, 


5 Sunhp yer 39 rf a} volts 70 faule, „Au. Euſed. ut 
ſopr. eap. 6. 


oi , ite nel. rap xoy ei lun. ors reregł· 


pwy uTngeolas dbb. ibid, 

8 "Or J det Bache vg indons nkens 74 Arbe 
5 Ant- xopn yam deTirax|e. cap. g. 

4 E » Aeg 4b dale, n Ts Tis aten ple 
Jie, d Ts Fi Said] Tis Tv Torre Baginies A n 


i. c. 6, 


it 


[ ze 1 | 

it might much more reaſoaably be preſumed: to 
mem an Hope of a flouriſhing: Eſtate of the 
Church, as well by, Comeſpandence: and Conſemt 
in Doctrine, as by publick Peace and 'Tranquillity. 
Or why ſhould a Deſire: to. fee fo good an Em- 
peror, the happy Inſtrument of ſuch. Bleſſings, 
be imputcd te empty Curiaſty, and not rather 
deemed an Expreſfion of the grateful Senſe: of 
their Minds, and Joy. of their Hearts on this 
occaſion ?' And nom when all this is put to- 
gether, could it enter into the Head of any 
candid Reader, to imag ine that Ruſebias ſhould 
boy eee 
of this Council? re ode l 


Chandler, ibid. ud n many... of * 28 
"« "WK: informs us, to negotiate their on 
« private Affairs, and to redreſs their Gries :- 
4 1 00 by OURS Polk Ae. had en 
< them.” 114 1 | 


Partial and dies wp 4 Subs bil 
particularly named the Biſhops of Feruſalim and 
Amioch,” and the Deputies of the Biſhop of 
Rome, ho excuſed himſelf by his great Age, 
adds, * that beſides theſe there were alſo many 
2 excellent and good Men gathered out of differ 
rent Countries; ſome Kan nnen 


* E Gene 3) dAAGt ee maxi 9 dads bs as 
pbewy hy ownalor, ot e yociy % Ayer ixarr, fon 
Ts N esd BiCrov ve dN trerS bores x J 
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S I. 1. c. 17. 
| ſtanding 
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landing and Eloquence, remarkable for their 


ing, others ſhining with Integrity of Lit, an 
others thoroughly approving themſebves in both” 
reſpe#s. Why is all” this omitted by a Man, 


who, if Church-Hiftory had furniſhed any thing 
better, would have related it with Pleafare ? 
After this indeed the Hiſtorian adds, (% as is 
uſually the Caſe, that many of the Priefts came as 
it mere to contend about their own Affairs, ſup- 
poſing they had a fit Opportunity to redreſ3 their 
Grievances, But he mentions this not as the 
main End of their coming, but as a Thing na- 
tural and uſual to take that Opportunity for- 
tranſacting ſome Affairs of a more private Na- 
ture. And if their Conteſts on this occaſion be 
a Proof of buman Weakneſs, (though we know 


very little of the Nature and Purpart of them) 


yet their being fo caſily paciſied and brought to 
Terms o Accommodation, as he afterwards relates, 
is an Argument withal that they had a Chriſliam 
Temper of Meekneſs and mutual Condeſcenſion. 
I ſhall diſmiſs this Point, when I have juſt 
obſerved, that there ſeems to be no Reaſon why 
Mr. Chandler ſhould chooſe to relate this Cir- 
cumſtance from S men, rather than from Eu- 
ſebius F the original Hiſtorian that mentions it, 
* "Ou 3 o yin, , M liteon, os de i 
TELY ary &yovioan guad, xaupdy Few ir bH¹ν 
Tis 9 xuzuyJeor ν,’ẽsd et. Sozom. idid. 


+ He does afterwards (page (page 29, 30.) ) refer to En/tbius. for this 


Matter, but without producing 's Words repreſents it in- 
vidiouſly in his own, 
or 


8 
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or from Socrates who recites the Words of Eu- 
ſebias, except it be this, that the Phraſe uſed by 
Sozomen of their coming tog ether to contend, ſeems 
capable of a more invidious Turn; though taken 
with the whole of his Account, it amounts to 
little elſe but a Charge of common Frailty, and 
that only upon Part of the Aſſembly. | 


Chandler, ibid. and Theogorit, that others 
« were ſubtle and crafty, and of a quarrelling 
“ malicious Temper, and actuated with a 
“ Spirit of Revenge.” 


What aggravating Words arc here ! But where 
or how are they made uſe of by Theodorit ® We 
are referred to the firſt Book (Ch. 7, 11.) of his 
Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory ; and no Notice or Di- 
ſtinction is made to how ſmall a Part of the 
Aſſembly the Hiſtorian has applied whatever he 
fays of this Kind! No one can ſpeak with more 

- Honour and Veneration of this Council than 
Theodorit. He obſerves, * there were many a= 
duorned with the Apoſtolical Chariſmata, many who 


* Hoary N R tx6voy Toy yporov, Tornot wir dmroronxois 
xa ieh,EC‚! Sranpimov]es. TN No Te Siyuedle T4 xupis 
anos, x, Toy hee db, ty 76 cui gigesTes, "IdxaCos 
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rde dyuines inxeropive Ta; Aud. is rr Iv Taq» 

vir d Aνι . Kd dratarc bs id ar Mor ap- 

ve vad rail curnb fen,. Theod, N. E, lib, 2, cap. 7. 


bore 


1 
bore in the Body the Stigmata: or Marks of the Lord 
Feſus, according to the Words of the Ape As 


Saint ' Fames of Nifibis, who had raiſed the. Dead, 


and done many Miracles : And Paul of Neutefarea, 
who had loft the Uſe of both his Hands by the 
ſearing of hot Iron, in the Perſecution: of Li- 
cinius. Others had their right Eyes plucked out, 
and others bad their right Legs cut q; one of 

whom was Paphnutius the Aig yptian. And to 
ſay all at once, there one might ſee a Crowd of 

Martyrs gathered together. in one Plum. He 
calls them afterwards 'a Divine and ' memorable 
Aſſembiy, and a Divine Choin* And the W Cha- 
racer he gives of ſame, relates only to thoſe 


and the Cauſe of inc. 4 Nor did 
even this divine Aſſembly want ſome of contrary 
Ham + There wers ſome, though but a few, 
(he mentions thirteen q; by their Names) who- were 
aecitful; and like Shallows in the Sen concealed 
their Wickednos, agreeing, eat open, fo 


. 9 dell. a ie 
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who oppoſed the Proceedings of rhe Cone, 


26 ] 
the Blaſphemy of Arias, and contradidting the 
Apoſtolic al Doctrines. What Diſingenuity is this 


in Mr. Chandler, to throw that Dirt upon the 


Council, which clearly belongs to the Impugners 
of it! And who can forbear to expreſs ſome 
Warmth and Indignation, to obſerve 2 Man ſo 
loud in his Invecti ves againſt Perſccution, and yet 
at the ſame time not aſhamed, with the Virulency -_ 
ol his Pen, to Bar: thols: nnn to freſh 

Torture? 

But Een be frcherichſerved, ads doch 
ping together the ſeventh and eleventh Chapters 
of Theodurit, he very unfairly joins with this 
Charge againſt the Arigns, the Account which 
Theodorit gives of the private Differences before» 
mentioned; which Conſtantins compoſed. For 
chey related to other Perſons, and to Things of 
another Nature. But as this Matter has been 
ſtated already, I need not enlarge upon it here WM 
Only. muſt add, that Mr. Chandler is wrong in 
repreſenting. them to have begun to acct, aach 
other, after the Emperor had exhorted them to 
Peace. For whoever attentively conſiders the 
Hiſtorians, will ſee reaſon to judge, that their 
Differences gave occaſion to the Emperor's Ex- 
ne ao 1 compoſed. 
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Chand, bla. « auh aſs faith,” they yere 


«generally a ſet of. very ignorant Men, and 
4 deflitarerof Knowledge and Learning... But 


4 29 Minn, was an Heretick of the Macedo» 


„ nian Sc, probably his T ee 


AF = 2 1 AM LK a 


” WW.” wo 


N a. on 


= & lib. 2. cap. 17. 


(1. 


e thought exceptionable and are allowed; 
„ many Ry re "Oy re- 
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The ends of PORT is very raforably 
rejected by * Socrates, who produced it, as being 


| Inconſiſtent with the Account of Euſtbius, who 


was himſelf a learned Man, and owned for ſuch 
by Sabinus, and has born an honourable Teſti- 
mony to the Aſſeſſors of this Council, as having 
many Perſons of Learning among them, as we 
ſaw before. And beſides this Sabinus's Au- 
thority can have little Weight, becauſe he is 


repreſented to have been a partial Writer in 


other reſpects, juſt ſuch another Hiſtorian for 
all the world as Mr. CAN 6, leaving 
out fome Things, and altering others,” and adapt- 
ing every thing to his 'own Scope and' Parpoſe Þ - 
But why does our Author add — they are 
ALLOWED, many of them, to be ignorant ? This 
is not allowed by Socrates, who, as we ſee, inſiſts 
upon the contrary. But : becauſe he argues, 
Ex hypothe/i, that though they had been illiterate 
Men, yet the Divine Illumination ſupplyed all 
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| T8] 
Deſects, ® Mr. Chandler takes this for a Con- 
feſſion of the Fact, and looks upon it as allowed 
that they were ignorant till then. A ſhameful 
Miſrepreſentation of the Hiſtorian ! and a groſs 
Abuſe of his Readers! , 


Chandler, ibid. — © And even ſuppoſing his 
„ Charge to be true, yet Socrates brings them 
« off by telling us that they were enlightened 
| © by God, and the Grace of his holy Spirit, 
« and ſo cold not poſſibly err from the 
„Truth. But as ſome Men may poſſibly 
« queſtion the Truth of their Inſpiration,” Ec. 
So again, page 28. | Conflantine recom- 
mended univerſal Conformity | uſing among 
« other Things this Argument for it, that 
« what they had decreed was the Will of 
God, and the Agreement of ſo great a 
“Number of ſuch Biſhops was by Inſpiration 

« of the Holy Ghoſt. 


However this Author may divert himſelf with 
ſcoffing at this Opinion of their Inſpiration, yet if 
it be taken in a qualified Senſe, it will not appear 

in fo ridiculous a Light to a ſerious and impar- 
tial Enquirer. For ſurely fo great a Number of 
Biſhops, eminent for their Knowledge, their 
Virtue, and their Sufferings in the Cauſe of Re- 
ligion, gathered from different and remote Parts 
of the World, met together with a ſincere Deſire 


- Kar A is n as i id1BTa d Bear of Ths „ ranks, 
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to maintain the Cauſe of Truth, and uſing pro- 
per Diligence and Application for that purpoſe, 
governed by the Fear of God, and free from 
worldly or partial Views: I ſay ſurely ſuch 
Perſons may be preſumed to be, in an eſpecial 
manner, under the Dirc&ion of the Divine Spirit, 
and guided in their Debates and Reſolutions by 
the watchful Care of Providence. And though 
fince the cxorbitant Claims to Infallibility in the 
Church of Rome, one would be cautious of ufing 
too ſtrong ons upon this Subject; yet 
before thoſe Claims were. ſet up, there can be 
little wonder, if the Chriſtian Writers ſhould 
call this Guidance by the Name of In/piration, 
and ſuch that they could not err from the Trath ; 
that morally ſpeaking it was not to be imagined 
that Perſons ſo qualified, and with ſuch Aſſiſt- 
ances, nnn! into any grievous or material 


Error. 


Chandler, page 26. The Eccleſiaſtical Hiſto- 
« raus tell us, that in this vaſt Collection of 
« Biſhops /ome were remarkable for their 
6 — Patience under Sufferings, Modeſty, 
Integrity, Eloquence, and the like Virtues : 
« but yet they all agree, that there were 
« others of very different Characters. 


It ſeems our Author could not decently paſs 
over all that the Hiſtorians have ſaid in com- 
mendation of theſe Biſhops. But how coldly, 
how partially is it related! In a vaft Colle#ion 

there 


[30]. 


there were 80ME good Men; but then there 


were OTHERS as bad, as if theſe had been a 
balance for the former! Nay in ſome reſpect they 
are made to exceed; for the Eccleſiaftical Hiſto- 


rians are ſaid to tell us the firſt, but they ALT 


AGREE in the laſt, And afterwards “ in a Re- 
capitulation of the Matter, he mentions: only 
what may turn to their Prejudice, without offer- 
ing the leaſt Hint to their Advantage; and par- 
ticularly ſays that Ey/obius is far from being fa- 
vourable to them. But now the Reader has had 
the Teftimony of the Hiforians laid before him, 
he will be able to judge whether this is Plain» 
dealing and Integrity ; whether it is not rather 
ſtifling of Evidence, and darkening a — 
which would bear him down with its own Bri 

neſs and Luſtre. Are not the Hiſtorians — 


and copious in their Commendations of the 
Aſſeſſors of this Council in the general? Is not 


the ill Character they give reſtrained plainly to 
a ſmall number, and that of ſuch as did not 
eaſily concur in the Deciſions of the Council, but 
impugned and oppoſed them? And if they have 


4 


mentioned withal the Infirmity and Differences of 


ſome others (for which they made amends by 
their Agreement afterwards) this ſhews the 
Juſtice and Impartiality of thoſe Hiſtorians, not 
to conceal what they could not commend, and 


fo ſtrengthens and confirms the whole of their 


Account. And then as to the Agreement of 


* Chandler's Introduction, page 100, 101. 1 Pi 
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the Hiſtorians, is not that as full and univerſal in 
the commending Part, as in the other, or rather 
more ſo, if we except Sabinus, of whoſe Hiſtory 
we have only the Account of Socrates, who re- 


jects it with Contempt and Abhorrence. 


Chandler, page 26, 27. 4 By the Accounts of 
«the Tranfadtions in this Aſſembly; given by 


« Athavaſius himſelf, i in his Letter to the Afri= 


I erty ares, It appears that they were de- 
in'd to inſert into the Creed ſach Words 


2299 as were moſt obnoxious to the Ariuns, and 


« thus to force them to a publick Separation 
« from the Church. For when they refolv'd 
« to condemn ſome Expreſſions which the 
c Arians were charg'd with making uſe of, 
'& ſuch as, The Son was a Creaturt; there was 
 g' Time when he was not, and the like; and 


4 to eſtabliſh the uſe of ochert in their Rove | 


1 ſuch as, the Son was the only begotten of God 
8 4 Nature, the Word, the Power, the on 2 
fem of the Father; and true God; 
. {rians immediately reel to it: Upon this; 
1 "the Fathers made an Alteration, and ex- 
2 5 the Words, from God,” by the Son's 
4 Jing of - the Subſtance of God: And when 

« the Arians conſented alſo to this, the Bi- 


+ 65 ſhops further added, to render the Creed 


4 more exceptionable, that he ua conſubtan- 

4 tial, or of the ſame. Subſtance with the Father. 
. And when © the Arians 7 chat 
this Expteſion "was "wholly © unſcripty 
Jig ©), 
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4 ral, the Orthodox urged, that tho! it was 
4 fo, yet the Biſhops that lived an Hundred 


Lund Thirty Years before them, my ata 
Os 


fe. Every Thing wrong turn'd Kill! It was not 
the Deſign of the Council to inſert obnoxious 
Wards, or make the Creed exceptionable, but to 


guard the ancient Faith againſt the wicked Arts 
and Subterfuge of Hereticks, who had contrived 
to elude the plain Force and Import of Words, 
by conccal'd: and ſo Evaſions. It has 


been elſewhere * obſcrv'd to be the firſt Intention 
of the Council, to declare the Faith in the Wards 
of Scripture, and in the moſt plain and ſimple man- 
ner of Expreſſion. 1 But they were forced to 
change their Method by the Fraud and Subtilty 
of the Arians, who found Means to pervert the 
and 


retain the Malignity of Hereſy, under the Veil of 
Catholick Expreſſions. How was it then, that 
the Arians or Euſabians to the Declarati- 
ons of the Council ? They allow'd the Son to 
be of God, but only in the ſame Senſe as it is 


Gd, that all Things arc of God. 9 am Ob 


\ ® Sex Hiſtorical Account of the Tinitarian Controverſy, * 
t Vid. Athanaſ. de decr. Syn. Nic. 5 tg. mm. 85. 

4 cap, 8. 

| 405 will *RurgCeer ind vic tap naxodebfes Laahaares 
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[33 ] 


gene occaſion to the Iaſertion- of that" Clauſe 
in the + Creed, is i; ivias 5% Ter23, that the Son is 


of the Subſtance of the Father. That the Arians 


in general conſented alſo to this (as our Author 
affirms) docs not appear by any Account that I 
remember of the Proceedings of that Council, to. 
be ſure it is not mention'd in that Epiſtle of 
Athanaſins to which he refers. This is certain, 
that Ey/ebius'of Nicomedia, before the Meeting 
of the Council, expreſly diſclaim'd any ſuch ac- 
knowledgment, + and would not allow it to be 
implicd in the Term of Generation, becauſe that 
Term is ſometimes uſed in reſpe& of Men, and 
even of Things inanimate. & But of this more 
under the next Remark. 

Again, when the Biſhops ask'd the n 


vho ſeem d to be but few, whether they call'd 


+ AN Ut Emioxomar Oewgnaansles Thy lauf iar ixcirer, 


* Thu Tis 4046 as vans, dub gege- dpirart 70 ix 
Ts hes, x; Fygarſay 6 in This goias T3 bed, dvai my aby. ibid. 

+ Ou ix Tis dag duls yeyore, xefias Tis Quozws Ths 
dyevits wh ier, i ov ix Tis eotas dun. dMAR va 
Yyords E, ETepoy [71 (eicei, * Th Jude, Tpds TA 
d Roba. vd τπτνονππ , Yer ouerey. Euſeb. Nicom. Epiſt. 
ad Paulin. apud Theod. lib. 1. cap. 6. 

* 80 4 73 vu du Aiysdat vrogeciy ura Tapi xes 
ac dy in Tig da Tis Talprois & u jo Yryorbre, % 2 i 


. Tire TW TeuroTile Tis PUotar, Y/I10T Kojuey c & epd auß 


webs: TS 7, dt ene i 1450. A l 7 droueley 
«uT ard rdiſſa Ti gure. » yep & in arb onoiv, yus 
$yrmnoa x; ea. aud 8 6 dre Y her rer er- 
via os CYRTEAITYS, 9 &y Iriqacs ene, Tis 6 Teloxas 
B fie. 8 Tov eden bx Tis get Siryuueres, d 
Thiv ip* ind Tar yerouirar i 74 B,ννeHi . duri yireo, 


dr yay ig in The voias durd. Euſeb. Nicom, ibid, 


ia the 


to]. 
the Son a Creature, or the Power and only, Wiſe 
dom and Image of the Father, eternal and un- 
changeable, the By/«bians were caught winking 
on another, as if theſe Things alſo agree to us, 
for we are the Image and Glory of God, and we 
allo are ſaid to live for ever. So again there are 
many Powers: The very Locuſts and Caterpil= 
lars are called Sway wydan, 4 great Power or 
| Hoft. If the Catholicks inſiſted that Chrift is 14 
edc, the proper Sun of God, theſe Shufflers could 
agree to it, as reckoning that the ſame Character 
agrees to us, inaſmuch as he is not aſhamed to call 
us Brethrev. Laſtly, if the Son were called the 
true God, this gave them no Uncaſineſs, becauſe he 
who is made true God, is truly what he is made. * 
Who can read the Account of ſo much 
Chicane and Subterfuge without the greateſt In- 
dignation and Abhorrence ? It was this Doubling 
and Prevarication about the Terms of Script ure, 
which compell'd the Biſhops to add to em this 
Clauſe, that the Son is of one Subſtance with the 
. Father, + And when the Arians objected againſt 
it as unſcriptural, the Anſwer was not meerly 
that which Mr. Chandler relates, but lay in three 
Particulars, Firf, That it had the fame Meaning 
with the Scriptural Expreſſions before menti- 
ond; ꝙ tho' more particularly guarded againſt 


* Athanaſ. ad African. apud Theod. ut ſupra. 

+ 0 trio xoTuu heoęijc ais xcivey . any = Asuxbreper, 
r x owoges pH, d H⁰νο˖e TÞ r, Tv yy. 
Athanaf ut ſopra. 
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Arian Subterfuge. Secondly; That the Alan who 
uſed unfcriptural Expreſſions for the Support of 
Hereſy, had no Right to object againſt the Terms 
of the Church as unſeriptural, which were aſed 
for the Support of true Religion. Thirdly, That 
the ancient Fathers had not only made uſe of the 
ſame Word, but cenſur d thoſe of the contrary 
Opinion. F Now let any Reader judge whether 
Mr. Chandler has juſtly ftated the Cale between 
the Catholicks and Arians, or given the true 
Senſe of that Epiſtle which Athanaſius wrote 
about it. By this diſingenuous Way of repre- 
ſenting, dis eaſy ro make any thing of any thing; 
but tis a Work fit for him, who is blackenitig 
the Orthodox, to continue the fame Arts which 
vere praiſed by their Enemies of old. 4 45 


Chandler, page 27. When 'rwas afſerted by 

4 the Creed, that the Sou was of the Father's 
« Subftance, the negative Explication agreed 

* to by the Biſhops,, was exactly the ſane 
thing that was affertet by Arius, viz. that he 
« was not a Part ol the Father's Subſtance, ” 


* Ker ene Alen 1 Apel ue af Rite, 
1 M- Tay dvd fare. ic dypdgay yep arici. 
calſic, d dyeape vf 72 ifs 2x Sor, x41 73 fy mole 37% d fv 
Aſſidiſa dubrt i} dypapay wil! ivoiCeas ov Nico 
xd|exeibutay. Ibid. 
+ Ard, u vf os #, noni dope, ixdnucer danbes 
| * v. d, Os 4110 xomO(; wn dyJoig Lupo les rde Mites dM? 
xray relteur Eee Thy  wap]upiar, «rw; Fygarlay, dri 
co tyapn oay dpyaion,— bt rde ths rea pala 
Lad * nd! un 608109 T6 rafpIi. Ibid. | 
8 F 2 This 
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This Explication is taken from the Letter of 
Euſebius of Cæſarea, in which he gives Account of 
his Compliance with the Council: And as our Au- 
thor well obſerves, it is a negative Explication ; it 
only ſhews what was not meant by the Council, it 
docs not particularly teach what was. * It explains 
the Matter far enough for Euſebius's Purpoſe, 
which was to.clear himſelf from the Suſpicions of 
ſome Perſons, who would be apt to charge him with 
making the Son a Part of the Father's Subflance. 
This, he ſays, the Council expreſly diſclaim'd, as 
well they might, ſince the Divine Subſtance is undi- 
vided, and ſo far the Arians would join with them: 
But the poſitive Explication is another Thing, that 
he is of the ſame Nature and Subſtance with the Fa- 
ther; and this is fundamentally oppoſite to Arian- 
iſm; or if any of Arian Sentiments were prevail'd 


with to ſubſcribe it, it muſt be by ſome ſuch wicked 
Subterfuge as had been uſed upon the other Articles. 


Chandler, ibid.“ Again, as the Words, begotten, 
« not made, were applied to the Son, they de- 
« termin'd the Meaning to be, that the Son 
« was produced after a different Manner than 
( the Creatures which he made, and was there- 
« fore of a more excellent Nature than any of 
« the Creatures, and that the manner of his 
« Generation could not be underſtood, . This 
& was the very Doctrine of Arius, and Euſs- 
cc bius we Nicomedia, who declared, that as 


*I i Ths dias — — Au dv, dd in wy 5h Ty Tdl]pog 
civas, à wiv os u- undpyxav _ Euſeb. apud 


Theod. Hiſt, Eccl. lib. 1. cap. 12. 
« rhe 


[37] 


« the Son was no Part of God, fo neither ma 
4 be from any Thing created, and the Manner 
© of his Generation was not to be deſcribed. * _ 


Here the Sayings of Arius and Euſabius are 
tacked together, without ſhewing where they oo» 
cur ; bur neither of them, I conceive, do come 
up to the Meaning of this Article. It is faid, 
indeed, by Avius, * that the Son is neither a Part 
of the unbegotten, nor form'd of any Sul ſtratum. 
What then? Why he adds, that he is & i or, 
i. e. in Truth, that he was made, like the Crea- 
tures, out of nothing. It is ſaid alſo by Euſebius, + 
that his Beginning is not to be explain'd, either by 
Words or Conceptions of Men or Angels : But for alt | 
that he aſſerts him to be made or created, and ac- . 
counts for the Term Generation from that Text of 
Job, Who hath begotten the Drops of Dew? And 
tho' their Followers ſometimes aſſerted, that he 
was not made, like the other Creatures, yet they ſeem 
to have intended no other Difference but this, that 
he was made immediately by the Father, whereas 
they were made by him as the Father's Inſtrument. 
This Article therefore of the Creed is full in 
Point againſt them all, when taken in its plain and 
obvious Meaning; and the Reaſon here aſlign'd 


* *Oudi . dywrinrs xd] whine Tpimoy, N it ume - 
x64utre Tivis. Ari) Epiſt, ad Euſeb. Nicom. apud Theod. lib. 1+ 
00 70 all Abyw lliro- «> j]I•iſor, d AA A imelg 

ax us Aubrey, C x; TOY de dvfipurar wdilon 2 eyes 
<Zxd|danalor Terice naps, Euſeb. Nicom. Epiſt. ad Paulin. 
apud Theod, lib, 1. cap. 6, | | 


for 


1 


[33] 
far it is good, if the Difference between him d 
the Creatures be explain d upon Catholick Printi- 
ples, that he was begotten — all Eternity, 
| | they only created in Time, he of the Subſtance 
| of the Father, and they from nothing. But as 
Zuſebius of Czſarca was here defending his own 
Conduct in the Council, he repreſents their Ex- 
| plication in ſuch general Terms, as the Hrians 
ſtmemſelves could not except againſt: Tho! tis cer- 
tain, jt could not in the Arian Meaning be applied 
to the Words of the Creed, without ſuch wicked 
Evaſion and Subterfuge as wes uſed hou. the 
| other Articles, A 


| Chondler, ibid. And ue . Word n | 
_ - © fantial to the Father, it was agreed by the 
4 Council to mean no more, than that th# S 
& bad no Likenss with any rented Beings, bit 
“ mas in all things like 'to him that b4got bum, 
% and that he was not from any other Hypo 
& or SubPtante bat the Father's, Of this Senti- 
ment ifo were Arius, and Eaſthius his 
Friend, who maintain d not only his being 
& of a more excellent Original than the Crea- 
4 © tures, but that he was form'd of an immmn- 
table and ineffable Subſtance and Nature, and 
after the moſt perfe# Likeneſs of the Nature 
and Power of him that form d him. 


is a Part of that Expoſition which Bu 
* ares ſays the Council gave of the 
W 4 antial. And tho' ſome zealous 


Cuatholicks would perhaps have repreſented it in | 
ſtronger 


-— „ "Ty ann — = «a. 


[39] 

ſroager Terms, yet here is cnough implied to 
deſtroy the Ground of Arianiſin. He had before 
obſerved, *® how the Council guarded againſt 55 
famed Objection of diyiding the the Sohle, 5 
declaring that the Word Conſubſtantial is not — 
be explain d aſter the manner of Bodies or mor- 
tal Creatures, as importing any Change or Diyi- 
fion, which cannot be in the Nature of God. But 
then it follows, that he is of the Subſtance of the 
= tho” undivided. and unchangeable. This 

indeed Euſebius has expreſs d in Terms as little 
offenſive to the Aians as he could, that he was 
not. from any ot her Hypoſta/is or Subſtance, but that 
of the Father : But ſtill this clearly carries with 
it his being of the Father's Subſtance, and ſo is 
diametrically oppoſite to the other Euſaluus, who 
had affirm'd him to be rte 75 g= 75 ee 
different in Nature aud-Power. ( The line 


therefore intended by the Council muſt. imply an 


Equality in all natural and eſſential Perfections · 
But the /ikene/5 intended by Buſebius of Nicome- 
dia, and his n was that of the moſt ex- 

* oa Nu, 2 Arai rere, Tov der, 154. 
Copuree 6 6 aby@ oyvisn d xa Tay geren ebe, se 
eig Oegrols Celis Tepemandias, irs typ nate dude 
rc d lac, drt nate are lend, AMA? 88 nv . ve, 
A Tgozl}, 3 chi Tis. c Tapes Sundl. re v 
dmdluy daring d, Tl Th dyerrity rare let. 
Euſeb. Cæſar. Epilt, apud Theod. lib. 1. cap; 12, p. 39. & apud 
Soer, lib. 1, cap. 8. p.26.. 

7 Ker jy da iE tr rost dcs T4 dlac, 
i rde M rulpbc. 

$ uſed, Nicom, Epi. ad a Pal. apa Theo, lib. r. cap-6. 


cellent 


_ p ꝓ — —äʒ—H— — — —— — 
— 


3 NI NETTED \ = - 
—— ——— —— : = 
— x 
— 


—— wo 
— — 


14% 
cellent Creature, in all poſſible ene 
bling its Creator. 


Chandler, ibid. © At laſt, however, all the 
8 Council ſubſcribed the Creed, thus alter'd 
ec and amended, except five Biſhops, who were 

4 difpleas'd with the Word Conſubſtantial, and 
« made many Objections againſt it. | 
There was no Altcration made in the Doctrine 

of the Creed, but only ſome Explications added 

in the Form of Expreſſion, to guard againſt the 
wicked Subterfuge of Hereticks, who had cluded 
the plain Deſign and Meaning of it. Andofthe 
five Biſhops our Author mentions, there were only 
three at moſt that refuſed to ſign the Conſubſtami- 
ality; the other two, viz. Euſebius of ogy 

and Theognis of Nice, did actually ſubſcribe it, * 

(tho tis to be fear'd not without ſome Evaſion) 

and only rejected the Anathema's ſubjoin d. 


* vid. Sozom. Hiſt, Eccl. lib. 1. cap. 21. But then he charges 
them with raſing their Subſcription afterwards, lib, 2. cap. 21. 
pag. 472. But this can hardly be true, becauſe they plead their 
Subſcription after this in a Letter to the Emperor. uTeonunra- 
pile Ti mice" To Is draleuatioue is H. 
Euſeb. Nicom. & Theog. apud Socrat. lib. 1. cap.14. According 
10 Theodoret, there were but two that refuſed to excommunicate 
Arius, and they were Theonas and Secundus: But this muſt be 4 


Miſtake; they only might refuſe the Creed, but the Anathemas were 


refuſed by more. The reſt, be ſays, ſubſcribed the Creed beef: 
ua ue x; tx unngires it wpopprbirles Tis Th wire 
run. Theod. Hiſt. Ecel. lib, 1. cap. 7: According t0 Phi- 
loftorgius, (lib. 1. cap. 8. pag. 469.) all but Theonas and Secundus 


ſubſcribed the Creed Sinp deceirfully, explaining 610410 by 


 Gpabtidoroy, There is ſome Perplexity in this Aſſair: Bur See Dr. 


Cave's Life of Athanaſius, 5 7. 14. 
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Chandler, page 28. When theſe Things were 
« over, Conflantine ſplendidly treated the Bi- 
“ thops, filled their Pockets, and ſent them 
60 honourably home; adviſing them at parting 
* to maintain Peace among themſelves, and 

4 that none of them ſhould envy, men, kd 

“ carry themſelves haughtily A plain 
« Demonſtration that he ſaw into their Tem- 
« - pers, and was no Stranger to the Pride and 
« Haughtineſs that influenc'd ſome, and the 
Envy and Hatred that actuated others. 


I am not ſurprized to find there. is a Sort of 
Men, with whom ill- natur d Suſpicions may paſs 
for plain Demonſtration. But ſure all equal and 

impartial Judges will allow, that the honourable 
Teftimony, which Conſtuntine himſelf has born to 
this Council, is of greater Weight than any di- 


Rant or remote Inferences to their Prejudice 


from that Advice to Peace, which could never be 
unſeaſonable. But what could our Author mean 
by that ſneering Expreſſion of his flling their 
Pockets ? Could this be a Part of thoſe worldly 
Views, with which he repreſents them to have 
ſet out? Alas, in that State of Poverty and Di- 
ſtreſs, in which Confiantime' found the Church, it is 
not to be imagin'd, that the Biſhops ſhould” be 


able to bear the Expency of ſuch a Journey, or 


of continuing ſo long from Home, And there- 


fore, as the good Emperor had provided for 
their Conveyance, and likewiſe for their Suftc- 
- nance, it was but ſuitable. to his Bounty, that 
before their parting, he ſhould entertain them all 
| G 


together, 


[42 ] 
together, and likewiſe make them ſome honorary 
Preſents, according to their Dignity. * But he 
who can make this an Objection to their Cha- 
racter, muſt be one who takes Delight in ob- 
jecting, and therefore will deſerve no Anſwer. 


V. EUs E Bl Us, Biſhop of Cs AREA. 


Chandler, page 27+. © Euſebius, Biſhop of Cæ- 
« ſarea, was alſo in Doubt for a conſiderable 
« Time, whether he ſhould ſet his Hand to it, 

& and refuſed to do it, till the exceptionable 

Words had been fully debated amongſt them, 

c and he had obtain d an Explication of 5 

« ſuitable to his own Sentiments. 


What were his own Sent i mems ſhall not take 
upon me to ſay. But the Explication here intend- 
ed, being the ſame which has already been conſi- 
der'd, as given in his Epiſtle, extant in Tbeodorit 
and Socrates, I think it has been ſhewn already, 
that this does not contain the full Senſe and Mean- 
ing of the Council, but ſo much only as might 
anſwer his preſent Purpoſe, and ſecure him againſt 

the ill Opinion of thoſe to whom he wrote. For 
ſo we learn from Theodorit, that he wrote that 
Epiſtle to ſome of the Arian Perſwaſion, who had 
reckon d him their Man, and accuſed him, as it 
| ſeems, of betraying the Cauſe by his Subſcription. f 


os Meyaneuyes ingo alt id Tpimeoay dEiev Tos 
rap durd Tiuer Fer los. Euſeb. de vit. Conſtant, lib. , cap. 16. 
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Chandler page 28, © Euſebius of Cæiʒarea gives 
« a very extraordinary Reaſon for his ſub- 
« ſcribing this Anat bema, viz. . Becauſe it for- 
« bids.the Uſe of unſcriptural Wards, the intro- 
« ducing which he aſſigns as the Occaſion of all 
the Differences and Diſturbances which had 
© troubled the Church. But had he been con- 
4 ſiſtent. with himſelf, he ought never to have 
© ſubſcribed this Creed, for the very Reaſon 
« he alledges why he did it; becauſe the 
« Anathema forbids only the unſcriptural 
« Words of Arius, ſuch as, he was made out 
« of nothing; there was a Time when he was 
« pot, and the like; but allowed and made 
“ ſacred the unſcriptural Expreſſions of the 
« Orthodox, viz. of the Father's Subſtance, 
«© and conſubſtantial, 


I do not think my ſelf concerned to vindicate 
all the Reaſonings of Euſebius. But it is due to 
him in common Juſtice, that they ſhould be truly 
ſtated. He does not ſay or mean, as I apprehend, 
that all Uſe of unſcriptural Words would occaſſon 
Differences and Diſturbances, but that thoſe in 
particular, which were uſed by Arius, had had 
ſuch Effect.“ Nor does he condemn them 


meerly as un/riptural, but as being never heard 


of in the Church before that Time. + In Op- 


* — Ard 79 dTtepyer d'ypagns yeuraed eat male d ds 
xe Tara tyryive ovyyvor t; axalararie Th ixxan- 
ig. Euſeb. Epiſt. apud Theod. Hiſt, Ecci. lib. 1. cap. 12. p. 39. 
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poſition to which, he defends: the Word zu- 
as having been uſed, by ſome eminent Biſbops and 
eloquent Writers among the Ancients, as an Epithet 
expreſſing the Divinity of Father and Son. To 
all which we may add what was ſuggeſted before, 
that it may be ſometimes proper to expreſs the 
Senſe of Scripture in other Words, but can never 
be allowed to coin new Words in Contradiction 
to the Senſe of W 


+'$ 


VI. ATHANASIUS. 


Chandler, page 32. © Was not Athanaſius him» 
« ſelf alſo accuſed to the Emperor, by many 
« Biſhops and Clergymen, who declared them- 
« ſelves Orthodox, of being the Author of 
« all the Seditions and Diſturbances in the 
« Church, by excluding great Multitudes 
c from the publick Services of it; of murthe- 
ring ſome, putting others in Chains, pu- 
& niſhing others with a and Whippings, 
« and of burning Churches ? 


Yes, his Accuſers were ſuch as declared then: 
ſelves Orthodox (tor whoever counted himſelf an 
Heretick ?) but they were the Chieſs of the Me- 
litian Schiſmaticks, who were as bitter Enemies 
to Athanaſius as the Arians, and were inſtigated 
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ovyypaegias Hv, ti Ths Te Td]pds x) ys Oeohoyias 76 
Tx ò hious iu ua Xpnoaires ovopdle. Pag. 39, a 


, 
4 
t 
g 
, 
1 . 


[ 45 ] 
ingratiate with the Emperor, had diſſembled an 
Agreement with the Nicene Faith, by Means of 
thoſe wicked Evaſions and Subterfuges already 
mention d. They charged him with Seditions 
and Diſturbances, yet not with ALL, as Mr, 
Chandler repreſents it, to throw the greater Odi- 
um ; nor does it appear that they made Proof of 
any. But Athanaſius inſiſted on the other Hand, 
that the Melitians were irregularly ordain'd, and 
heterodox in the Faith, and highly injurious to 
thoſe who thought rightly of the Nature of God. 
By theſe mutual Accuſations, the good Emperor 
was much perplexed for a time, and at a Loſs 
how to decide between them. But as it had been 
repreſented to him, that the Denial of Commu- 


nion was the Ground of all the Diſturbance, he 


wrote to Athanaſius to ſet open his Church to all 


who were willing to communicate, threatning 


him with Depoſition and Baniſhment in Caſe of 
his Refuſal. But when the Biſhop, by his An- 
ſwer, had perſwaded him, that the Ariaus ought 
not to be admitted to Communion, Euſeæbius con- 
trived another Way to ruin him, by getting the 
Melitians to accuſe him of Crimes againſt the 
State, both in impoſing a Tribute of Linnen, 
and ſending a Cabinet of Gold to Philumenus, 
to ſupport him in Sedition. But Athanaſius de- 
tended himſelf ſo clearly againſt both Accuſations, 
that the Emperor diſmiſſed him with Honour, 
and wrote to the People of Alexandria, bearing 
witneſs to his Juſtice and his Orthodoxy, eſteeming 
| him 


147 
him to be a Godlike Perſon, or Man of Cad who 
being invidiouſly accuſed, had appeared ſuperior 
to his Adverſaries. * Theſe Things are all put 
together in one Chapter by Soaomen. But it was 
moſt ſuitable to Mr. Chandler's Purpoſe, to pick 
aut what dee eee him, and to drop 
the reſt. 


Chandler, ibid. © And if the Enemies of Athas 


c naſius endeavoured to ruin him by ſuborned. 
. Witneſſes and falſe Accuſations, Athanaſius 
c himſelf uſed the Practices to deſtroy 
4 his Adverſaries, and particularly Euſebius of 
_ .« Nicomedia, by ſpiriting up a Woman to 
. © charge Euſebius with getting her with Child, 
c the Falſhood of which was detected at t the 
Council of Tyre. | PP 


An Inſtance of moſt amazing Impudence in the 
Hiſtorian, and Partiality in the Relator ! We 


are told by Raffinus, þ and after him by two 


more of the Hiſtorians, ( that Athanaſius was 
accuſed of a Rape before the Council of Tyre, 
but being perſonated by another, whom the Wo- 


| * Mepſuenoas duTh mernly i,Eiõ, 9 ict sel — 
x) Odor eyes dd rerddgar gfivs 74 dp Thy a" 
uToueivasla pe gavirer Tov dls xd]nyiper, Sozom. 


Hiſt. Eccl, lib. 2. cap. 22. Theodorit, N Words of Con- 


Hlantines Epiſtle, calls him“ Arfporroy eg, 1 e. 27. Vid. & 
Socrat. lib. 1, cap. 27. pag. 64. And that is the Phraſe in Con- 
9 Apol. contra Arianos. $62. p. 180. 
+ Rufin. Hiſt, Eccl, lib. 1. cap. 17. 
$ Sozora, Hiſt. Eccl. lib. 2. cap, 25. pag. . Theod. Hit. 
Eecl. lib. 1. cap. 30. pag. 63. 93 
man 
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man fixed on for him, he was honourably acquit- 


ted, and the whole Forgery expoſed to Ridicule. 
Phitoftorgius, that Bigot to Arianiſin, who is ever 
ready to ſupport it by Lyes and Fiction, and ge- 
nerally given up on all Hands as an inaccurate aud 


partial Writer, ( aſhamed, it ſeems, of this fla» 
grant Proof of Arian Subornation, has thought 


fit to reverſe the Story, making En/ebius the in- 
jured Party, and Atbanafius the Accuſer, * From 


him Mr. Chandler has thought fit to relate it, 


without any mention of his differing from the 


other Authors. And who can forbear to refle& 


on this Occafion, that here muſt be great Want 


of Candor and Ingenuity! | 
J am not inſenſible that the whole Story is ſu- 
Qed by Mont faucon to be ill founded, and 
Ke chiefly upon theſe Reaſons, Ny, becauſe So- 
zomen acknowledges that he met with no Account 
of it in the Acts of the Synod of Bren And S 
condly, becauſe neither Athanaſius, in the Account 
which he gives of the Proceedings of that Synod, 
nor the Councils of Aexandria, Rome and Sardica, 
in theirSynodical Epiſtles, written with Deſign to 
purge Athanaſius from the Crimes objected. at Tyre, 


have made any the leaſt mention of it. Nor will I 


take upon me to defend it againſt ſuch Suſpicions. 


Only I ay that the Force a them guy 


| 


8 See Mr. White's Arhenefes; comidel. Page 7. 
* Philoſtorg. Hiſt. Eccl, lib. 1. cap. 11. ; 
1 Montfauc. in vita Athanal, An. lf. 85, Prefix, Edit. 
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leſſened, if we conſider that Sozomen, who moves 


the Difficulty, has likewiſe anſwer'd it, by ſup- 
Poſing that the Thing appeared fo foul and fo 


- ridiculous, that it was not thought fit to be en- 


tercd into the Acts of the Council. + And then 
there will be the leſs Wonder if the other Coun- 
cils did not animad vert upon a Fact, which the 


Council of Tyre had not acknowledged in their own 


Regiſter. And as to the Silence of Athanaſius, 
it has the leſs Weight, becauſe we cannot be ſure 
that we have every thing he wrote with relation 
to thoſe Proceedings. But whether Ruffinus's 
Relation had any. Ground or no, to be ſure Phi- 
Joftorgius's has none, which is only the Reverſe of 


tat, and wholly unatteſted by all other Evidence. 


Chandler, ibid. His very Ordination alſo to 
& the [be] Biſhop of Alexandria, was cenſured 
© as clandeſtine and illegal. 


His Ordination cenſured ! But by whom ? By 
Mr. Chandler perhaps, and fuch as he! He was 
accuſed, if you will: And if he could have been 
convicted, no doubt he had been cenfured. But 


yet the Come, we ſee, dropp d the Charge, 


and thought fit to make no mention of it in their 
Letters to the Emperor and abſent Biſhops, 


And our Author has the Credit, which I am ſure 


I ſhan't envy him, that he can without bluſhing 


1 T3 wiv dre, ds eh, int D,. Cher 75 wh 
Xyludt tro; d19gdy Ne Ty&yua, $7} ouvid\s d 
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repeat the Charge which that Council had dif- 
miſſed. Indeed the Epiſtle of the Mexandrian 
Synod, (many of whoſe Aſſeſſors had aſſiſted at 
his Conſecration) bearing Witneſs that he was 
choſen by the common Suffrage and Conſent of 
the People, and ordained at their Requeſt and 


Importunity, not with Tumult and . Ay 


but with Praiſe and Thankſgivings to God: 

And all this confirmed by the Teſtimony of Oe 
gory Nazienzen, ( who was in good Part of his Life 
Contemporary with At hauaſius, and declares how 


by the Suffrage of all the People, not after the ill 


Example that prevailed afterwards, not by Blcod- 
ſbed and Oppreſſion, but after an Apoflolical and Siri- 


Mark, his Succeſſor in Piety, as well as in Pre- 
eminence. Surely all this muſt have mach greater 


Weight to aſſert the Regularity of his Ordinati- 
on, than any clamorous Objections of the Arians 
and Melitians, which appear not to have found 


Credit in his own Time, can have to blacken and 
aſperſe it. And as to the Repreſentation made 


by Pbiloſtorgius, + that while the Choice was de- 


pending, Abanqfius went in the Evening to the 


Eig. Synod. Alex. apud Arhanaf: Apel. contra Atianos, 8. 


x torn. pap. 128, 4 
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Church of St. Denys, and finding two Egyptian Bi- 
ſhops, made the Doors faſt, and compelled them 
by Force to ordain him, "and then obtained the 
Emperor's Confirmation, by forging Letters from 
the Council or Senate of Alexandria, notwith- 
ſtanding the reſt of the Biſhops excommunicated | 
bim fer the Offence : This is in the firſt Place 
inconſiſtent with the Calumny of the former Ari- 
ans, who accuſed him of being ordained by ſeven 
Biſhops, ſeparating-from the reſt, in Violation of 
the Oath they had taken, to elect one by common 
Vote; * and then it hag withal ſo much the Air of 
Fiction, in repreſenting the Emperor ſo eaſy to be 
impoſed on in a Matter of this Nature and Con- 
ſequence, that there is no Danger of its gaining 
Credit, but with thoſe who deſire only to believe . 
what may ſerve their Party, even tho” it had ſome 
better Voucher than Phileftorgius to ſupport it. 


Chandler, ibid. 1 Some of them, [Crimes ob- 
4 jected] he clear d himſelf from, and as to 
« others, he deſired more Time for his Vin- 

« dication.” _ 

What Mixture of Fidion and Partidlity i is here! 
He clear d himſelf from s o E Crimes. Pray what 
Crimes ere there objected, with any Pretence 
of Proof, from which he did not clear himſelf? 
There js indeed un Heap of Crimes mention d 
in the general, in the Way of Clamour and Defi- 
mation, of which it does not appear that any Proof 
was offered. But where they e to give 


aon. lin. Bel, ia. ep 7 pag. 466. 


Proof 


e 
Proof, the Matter ended i in the Shame and Con- 
fufion of his Accuſers, notwithſtanding the Coun- 
eil appeared to be ſo violently bent upon bis 
Ruin. Witneſs, beſides what has been ſaid al- 
ready, the ſamous Caſe of Arſenius, the Murder 
of whom was charged upon Athanaſius,” and the 


pickling of his Hand for Magick Purpoſes; * 


when yet the Man, after all, which moves at ones 
one's Ridicule and Indignation, was produced 
alive before the Council with both his Hands. * 
And when upon this both Judges, who were con- 
ſcious, and Accuſers niight have hid themſelves 
for Shame, and wiſbed the very Earth might open 
for them, to ſuch a Height of Inſolence were they 
arrived, that they filled the Place with Noiſe aud 
Tumult, calling Athanaſius 4 Sorcerer, and arcuſing 
bim of deluding the Eyes of the People by Magick 
Arts. And tho' it ſeems they were fo far 
aſhamed afterwards, as to make no Mention of it 
in their Sentence of Depoſition, yet they were 
not ſo juſt as to atteſt his Vindication. (- 

And what were thoſe other Caſes as to which 
be deſired more Time for his Vindication £ I am at 
a Loſs to find any Thing like this in the Hiſtor 


* Socrat. Hiſt. Ecel. lib, 1. cap. 2 Sozom, ib. a. cap. 25, 
- Theod. lib. 1. cap. 30. 
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rians. But I think I ſee plain Foot- ſteps of the 


contrary. For when this Council had appointed 


their Deputation of ſix Biſhops, to take a Journey 
into Egypt, and enquire into the Affair of the 
broken Chalice, Atbanaſius objected againſ it as a 
ncedleſs Commiſſion, and calculated only to gain 
Time, ſince there had been Evidence enough al- 


ready laid before the Council. f' 


Chandler, ibid. At length, after many Seſſions, 
c both his Accuſers, and the Multitude who 
« were preſent in the Council, demanded his 
“ Depoſition, as an Impoſtor, a violent Man, 
and unworthy the Prieſthood. 


The Proceedings of that Council were very 
partial and tumultuous, influenced by Euſabius 
of Nicomedia, and other ſworn Enemies of 
Athanaſius. The ſingle Affair of Ar/enius had 
been enough to diſplay the Iniquity of his Ac- 
cuſers, and prevent any Credit to be given to 
them, without full Proof. But yet the Partiality 
of his Judges appeared in ſiding with them, 
when, for want of Evidence in the Caſe of the 
broken Chalice, they ſent a Deputation of his 
profeſs d Adverſaries to ſearch for freſh Evidence, 
notwithſtanding he had expreſly excepted againſt 
them as improper Perſons. By this way of Pro- 
ceeding, it was eaſy to foreſee what the Judg- 
ment muſt be, and there 1s little Streſs to be laid 


+ Vid. Athanaſ; Anol. un n. 972. Tom. 1. 58. 188. 
Ed, Benedict. 
upon 
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upon any Thing that follow'd from ſuch | Ac» 
cuſers, and ſuch judges. Not but that there 
were ſome in the Council (tho' too few in Num- 
ber) who abhorr'd theſe Methods of Proceeding, = 
and Papbnutius in Particular is faid to have taken 
Maximus by the Hand, and raiſed him up, ſay- 
ing, It cannot become us, who are Confeſſors, aud 
have loft our Eyes and Limbs for er to ſit as. 
Aſſociates of wicked Men. * 


Chandler, ibid. © Upon this, Athanaſius fled 
4 from the Synod, upon which they condemn'd 
him, and deprived him of his Biſhoprick, — 
« as one convicted of many Crimes, and as 
having convicted himſelf by his Flight of 
« many others, to which he had not anſwer d. 


Flight is indeed an Argument of Guilt, where 
2 Man has the Opportunity of a fair and open 
Trial, but not where Things are carried by a 
Party of profeſſed Adverſaries, and managed 
with great Tumult and Diſorder z - eſpecially if 
that Flight is intended only as an Appeal to a 
ſuperior Power, where there is Reaſon to expect 
a more fair and equitable Hearing. Yet this was 
plainly the Caſe of Athanaſius. He made his 
Eſcape to Conſtantinople, to lay his Cauſe before 
the Emperor, but not till he was in ſuch maniſeſt 
Danger from the violent Proceedings at Tyre, that 
the Emperor's own Officers, who were appointed 
to keep Order and Peace, removed him privately 


| | out 
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out. of the: Connbil; leit he ſhould 'heve dou 


| murdered in the Tumult.“ - Nay by Theodorit's 


Account, his Departure from Tyre was not fo 


entirely his own Act, but that the ſame Officers 


of the Emperor, however otherwiſe not fa- 


vourahle to the Cauſe of Athanaſius, provided 


him with Shipping to convey him to Conflanti- 


nople. Þ And this is greatly countenanced by the 
Favour with which the Emperor was ſoon induced 


to receive him, and by the ſmart Letter he wrote 
back immediately to the Council to require their 
Appearance before him at Confantivople. | 


Chandler, page 32, 33. — © That he was fully 

4 and evidently convicted of breaking in pieces 
4 the facred Cup, by fix Biſhops who had been 
ſent into to enquire out the Tru 


This indeed the Council aſſert, but what 
eredit is to be given to their Report, may be 
eaſily judged from the foregoing Proceedings: 


Only let the Reader take theſe things with him, 


Firft, That this was not charged upon Abana- 
_=_ himſelf, but upon his omar Ages Macarius 


* Adoasles © 4 Tad 2 Bagihiws TEqfires 
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| ating by his Authotity.'1 Secondly; Ther An 
nofins has defended himſelf againſt it by ſhewing 


tion of their own Witneſſes confuted it, that the 
Clergy of that Country contradicted ĩt, and that 
I;hyrgs himſelſ, the Framer of the whole Story, 
had. confeſſed the -Falſhood : * all which being 
publiſhed afterwards by Athanaſins,\ incthe way 
of Apology for himſelf, might eaſily have been 


| refuted, if it had not been true, and inſtead of 


dearing, muſt have expoſed him the more. 
Thirdly, That the Council appears plainly to 
have been at a ſtand, when they rage Uta | 
tion fo far as Fiyypr to ſearch ht Evidence 1 in a | 
Matter which they had had long upon the Carpet, | 
anddefigned as a principal Part bf theft Indictment. 
Fourth, That che fix Biſhops ſefi By them 
were profeſſed Enemies to Abanafut; and wen 
he excepted againſt. them as ſuch, they ought 

not in all reaſon and equity to have been ſent, at 
leaſt aot without the Addition of fome others = 
whom he. could have no Exception, 
Fifthly, That thoſe Biſhops behaved themſelyes 
with I moſt ſhameful Partiality, 2s. Perſons 
rather reſolved to make out an Accuſatiot of 
Guilt, than a Diſcovery of Truth: And yet 
they could not keep their Witneſſes from de- 
ſtroying their own Teſtimony, by contradictig 


* Vid. Athanaf. Apol. contra Arian, $11, 12. pag. 135, Be. 
& $ 63, 64. pag- 181. 8 $74- pag-190, G. Ed. Bened. 
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either one another, on the Account of I/chyras. + 
Sixtbly, That by this means Theodorit taxes them 
with contriving a Lie, and ſending to the Em- 
peror exploded Calnmnics, as if they had been 
true Accuſations. & I have mentioned theſe 
Things only in a ſummary way: but the Reader 
who defires to ſee them more fully ſtated, may 
look into Dr. on or Ong” we his 
Satisfaction. 


gr, page 33. © Athanafius 1 7 ap- 
4 pealed to Conſtantine, and gave him ſuch a 

4 Repreſentation of the Council's Tranſactions, 
4 as greatly offended. him. But when Euſebius | 
. and others laid the whole Matter before 
4 him, the Emperor entirely altered his Sen- 
« timents, confirmed his POOP: and ba- 
« niſhed him into France. 


But did Euſebius then lay the whole Matter 
Hefore the Emperor, and by that means get the 
Sentence of the Council confirmed ? What Truth 
or Honeſty can we expect from the Man that 
mall affirm it? Tis Mr. Chandler's Obſervation 
in the next Page, that he was baniſhed upon an 


$2 


- - Epiſt. Syndd. Alexandr, apa ha aſap $14: pag: 1353 

vid & ejuſd. Apol. $ 83. pag. 198, 199. 

- wi u veßralſes, THY, cralrilaæra foo not 
Tis, Y Tas yuurabeges ouxogarrias ws dun- curbiiſes 

xd]nyogias, dTireiray Caomra. Theod. lib. 1. cap. 30, in fine. 
+ Dr. Cave's Life ot Athanaſius, ſect. 5, 


* Montfauc, in vita Athanaſ. ad An. 332, 83. & An. 337. 
511, &c. 5 
Accu- 
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Accuſation of quite another Nature, of which 
more by and by. But from the ſame Chapter 
of Socrates, which he quotes on that Occaſion, 
he might have learnt that the Biſhops, who ap- 
peared before the Emperor, dropping all that 
had been ſaid of the broken Cup and the Table, 
and the Murder of Arſenius, (the Falſhood of 
which the Emperor underſtood before, and had 
expreſſed his Reſentment of it 1] under his own + 
Hand), had recourſe to another kind of Accu- 
ſation of a civil Nature,“ and which touched 
the Emperor's Revenue, viz. 'That he had 
threatened to prohibit the annual Tribute of 
Corn, which was uſual to be ſent from Alexan- 
aria to Conſtantinople. This was a tender Point 
to be ſuggeſted to a Prince; and whether it 
were that Conflantine really gave credit to the 


Accuſation, or that he thought it neceſſary to 


give up Athanaſius, for the publick Peace and 
Tranquillity, the Matter quickly ended in his 
Baniſhment. 9 Certain it is, that both the Alex- 
andrian Council, and the younger Conſtantine, + 
excuſe this Sentence of the Emperor, as intended 
for his better Security, that by ſending him out 


J Yid. Epiſt. Conſtant. apud Athanaſ ut fupra. pag. 184. 
* *Ouxdls iel rin au d Tperilns 3 dpoevis 


raid Corner yeiear wy yopmoar dan? fi drigar 


Yoptor οννt x.7,x, Socrat, Hiſt. Eccl. lib. 1. cap. 35. 


Ka, 2d v iniyyor vesbar de due, Th; ww xe 


Ties TvnoperTIas xariaimrer, Theod. lib. 1. cap. 31. 
$ Socrat. ibid. Sozom. lib. 2. cap. 48. Theod, lib, 1. cap. 3 l. 
+ Epiſt. Synod. Alex. apud Athan. Apol. contra Arian. Fg. p. 132+ 
2 Epiſt. ad Ecclef. Alexand. apud Athan. &. $ 8, p. 203. P 
I 0 


9 
of the way he might preſerve him from the 
Rage and Fury of his Enemies, and that had 
he not been hindered by Death, he intended to 
reſtore him, which his eldeſt Son fulfilled ac- 
cordingly, his Enemies not having been ſuffered 
the mean while to ordain 5 in his room. 


Chandler, ibid. © T write not theſe Things out 
K of any averſion to the Memory or peculiar 
« Principles of Athanaſius, whether I agree 
« with him, or differ from him in Opinion, I 

« think myſelf equally obliged to give im- 

© partially the true Account of him.” | 


If Mr. Chandler is obliged to be impartial, all 


equal Judges muſt allow he has fallen ſhort of 
his Obligation. And who can ſuppoſe that he 
writes not out of Averſiou to the Memory or Prin- 


ciples of Athanaſius, when his whole Account is 
Fim calculated to abuſe and miſrepreſent 


— Credat Fudæus Apella 


Non ego 


His Miſrepreſentations have already been de- 


tected in many Inſtances, and might in ſome, 


more, if I thought it proper to draw out theſe 
Remarks to ſo great a length. But for a more 
faithful Account of this great and good Man, I 


would chuſe to refer the Reader, who has no 


Opportunity to colle& it from original Authors, 
to the learned Writers of his Life Dr. Cave and 
Montfaucon, and to Mr. Thirlby's Defences of 
him n the Suſpicions of Mr. Whifton. 

| There 


t 


t 
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There a are only three Articles more. 1 ſhall 4 
notice "of, which charge him with injuring both 
the che Emnpero and the Poor, in the Buſineſs of 

and with e in the Doctrine of 
the Fug: 


oly Ghoſt 


Chandler page 1 — * e an Recsbties of 
cc ſeveral Biſhops, who, as Soc rates intimates, 
4 were worthy of Credit, that he had faid he 

4 Mould ſtop the Corn that was yearly ſent to 


. Cunſtantinople from the City of Aerandria. 


« To ſuch a height of Pride was this Biſhop 


no arrived, as even to threaten Nr 


4 tion of the Revenues of the Empite.” 


To ſuch a height of Malice, ſuch a Lots of 


Calumny i is this Author now arrived, that any 


Charge ſhall, ſtick: that is levelled at Arhanaſins, | 


be it ever ſo abſurd or incredible! But it was an 
Accuſation of Brsnors; and much Mr. Chandler 
cares for the Teſtimony. of Biſhops, except it 
be on the Side that he approves! Maſt probably 
they were ſome of the Melitian Faction, the 
bitter Enemies of Athanaſius. But they vere 
ſuch as Socrates intimates were worthy of Credit: 

And how is this intimated? Why he fays, that 
Culumny is very powerful, if the Arcuſer bt wort hy 
of Cu but then he adds immediately; that by 
this means the 
ca away." *. Which ſhews the Hiſtorian be- 


es » ide ItaC oA, J Tray 6 J Alben 
5- d owaprayes d Baoinevs, Socrat. lib. 1. cap. 35- 


12 lieved 
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or was circumvented or 


[6] 

lieved nothing of the Truth of it, and the Credit 
he aſcribes to the Accuſers, could be no other 
than what the Office and Station they were in 
might give them with unthinking People. And 
yet, which makes the Charge leſs weighty ſtill, 

it does not appear that the four Biſhops there 
mentioned ever gave any ſuch Thing in Evi- 
dence: Only Euſabius of Nicomedis and his Aſ- 
ſociates took upon them to affirm that thoſe four 
Biſhops had heard him fay ſo. To fo looſe a 
Report Athanaſius very reaſonably objected the 
great Improbability of the Thing, that « Perſon 
of ſo low a Fortune ſhould attempt a Matter of 
ſo high a Nature. To which Zaſebius had the 
Confidence to reply with an Oath, that Athana- 
fius had both Riches and Power enough to make 
good his Menaces. Upon the whole, as the 
Hiſtorians appear to have given no Credit to 
this Story, ſo we have ſeen tis doubrful whether 
the Emperor himſelf did, though the prefent 
| | Neceſſity of the Times induced din to bath 
Arbanafius. i 


Chandler, page 35. Being accuſed of felling 
“ the Corn which Conftantine the Great had 
given for the Support of the Poor of the 
6 Church of Alenandria, and putting the 

Money ie ke own Pocket, and ring nere 

| Pr CAR OIES" 
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Ae he mes coral I-end whit then? wes 
our bleſſed Saviour accuſed of Blaſphemy and 
Treaſon. The ſame Hiſtorian who mentions it, 
adds withal, that the Biſhops of Egypt wrote 
Letters to Pope Julias, to aſſure him that the 
Things charged on Fthaneſres were * falſe ; And 
Atbngfius himſelf obſerves in his Apology, that 
the Poor made no Complaint of ſuch Embezrie» 
ment, but received the ſame Benevolence as 
under the Influence of the Arians, gave credit 
to theſe things, yet when A bamaſius had been ho- 
nourably acquitted by the Weſtern Biſhops, who 
could judge with leſs Partiality and Prejadice, 
the Emperor (though, as it ſeems, unwillingly) 


| Conftans to recall him from his Baniſhment.+ 


Had our Author any Spark of Ingenuity, or 
: real Senſe of Honour, he ſhould have repre» 


not have thought that every ſenſeleſs Accuſa- 


Blot upon the Memory of ſo great a Patriarch. 


: Chandler, page 37. „ Athanaſius, upon his Re- 
4 ſtoration, immediately convened a Synod at 
rig. Mexanaria, in which was firſt aſſerted the 


© tents 1 $ tie lll ch de mags 
b Arielle ire. Oden) $4147 Grac Th nar 
Adra Ar bn. Socratc ib. 2. cap. 17. The ſame Epittle 
probably that is extant in Anh, Apology, Vid, 5 484 
page 138. 

+ Socrat. Ib. 2, cap, 22, 2g. 


complied with the Taſtances of his Brother 


ſented the one Part as well as the other, and 
tion muſt amount to a Conviction, and ſtand as 4 


4 Di- 


— — — — 


— _ — 


[*62.] | 
Divinity of the Holy Spirit, and his Con- 
20006 reread with the Father and the Sort,” 


wry the Union of the two Natures i in G 
gare a greater Handle for Cavil, ſo the Ob- 
jections of the carlieſt Hercticks were generally 
pointed againſt his Divinity or Incarnation:- So 


that there was little Diſpute in the Church about 


the Doctrine of the Holy Gboſt, and therefore the 
Catholicks were not ſo full and expreſs in. their 
Aſſertions of his Divinity. Vet were they not 
ſo entirely filent in the Matter as Mr. Chandler 
would intimate in this Paſſage, but have ex- 


preisly aſſerted it on ſome Occaſions, as may 
e: ſeen in Irenæus, Clemens Alenandrinus, and 


ertullian, as well as implied it when they ex- 
plained the Worſhip of the Church, or the Uſe 


of the Word Trinity, as we ſee in Fuftin, Martyr, ; 


Athenagoras, Origen, and -Diony/ius.of Rome and 


Alexandria.* It was not ſynodically- dedlared; 
becauſe the Oppoſition, of Hereticks-had:not yet 
occaſioned it: But yet it was believed as the 


known pur port and Deſign of thoſo general 
Words which are contained i in the Creed. A 


hard is the Fate of the Church to be both, ways 

liable to Cenſure, either if ſhe firſt introdyce 
Terms of Explication, as giving a Handle for 
Diſpute ; or if ſhe wait till Hereticks begin the 


Diſpute, then as introducing , new Doctrine, 
becauſe the ny was not — to — 


them. , . # Fs ICTIEI i 4+ A071 * n 
„ * + 4 


* See Hiſt, Account of the Trin. Conroy, ſerm. 2. 
1 | The 
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The; Nene Creed, conformably. to thoſe of 
greater Antiquity, “ profeſſed only in general to 
believe in the Holy Spirit And this was thought 
ſufficient whiltt there was no Controverſy on foot 
upon that Subject, and its Meaning was occa- 
ſionally explained by the Biſhops and Paſtors of 
the Church. But in the time of Arhanafuna s, 
| Solitude, there aroſe ſome Perſons of no Name: 
in Hiſtory, who, though they profeſſed an A- 
greement with the Nicene Confeſſion, yet took 
advantage from the Generality of Expreſſion in 
this Article, to deny the Holy Gho/f's being of 
the fame Nature and Subſtance with the other - 
Perſons. 1 This gave occaſion to his Letters 
to Serapion upon that Subject; and as their 
Notion was ſoon eſpouſed by the Pneumatomachi 
orMacedonians, Athanaſius very reaſonably judged 
at his Return to Alexandria, that it was high 
time to declare Spnodically againſt this growing 
Hereſy, as evacuating in truth the Belief of che 
Son, and contradicting the Senſe of the Nicene 
Faith, whilſt it pretended to retain the Words. 
For this Reaſon he took care in two diſtinct 
Councils, one held in the Reign of Julian, the 
other under Jovian, f to declare the Conſubftan- 
tiality of three Perſons, and that this was the 
Doctrine and Senſe of the Fathers at Mee, when 
fairly and candidly interpreted. So that though 
it had not till now been /pnodically declared 


in ſuch en en, becauſe the Oppoſition | 


i See Hiſt, Account of the Tria n n 2 
fone) 135. $ Ibid. p. 257. + lid p. 241, F 


a1 
of Hereticks had been levelled againſt other 
Points of Belicf, yet it had always been the Faith * 
and Doctrine of the Church, and the fame which 
was defigned under the more ſimple and general 
- Expreſſions. And then what Blame can be due 
23 for ſtating it more fully when im- 
pugned by Hereſy, and giving it the Sanction of 
* 


ak 


VII. Council of ConsTANTI- 
| NOPLE. | 


Chandler, page 40. ©« He C Tag ſam» 
“ moned a Council of Biſhops of his own Per- 
« fwaſion, 4. C 393, to meet together at C. 
4 Bantinople, in order to confirm the Nene 
« Faith: 'The Number of them were One 
= Hundred and Fifty; to theſe were added 
« Thirty Six of the Macedonian Party.” And 
again, page 101. The Second general Coun- 
4 cil were plainly the Creatures of the Em- 
4 peror Theodoſins, all of his own Party, and 
©« convened to do as he bid them; which they 
did by confirming the Nicene Faith, and 

« condemning all Hereſies. 


Ms ante het e e 
nology, for this Council met A C. 381. I might 
have paſſed this by as an Error of the Prefs, if I 
had not obſerved that the ſame Numbers are 
twice written, both in the Text and in the 


bs 


* 
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S, and that our Authier is afterwards guilty of 
5 the nue Inacvurscies in- dating the Counicits of 


and Chalcedon. From hence one Would 
ſuſpeck that Mr. Chandler Has not been much con- 


NN — but has now offly looked 
into thus Part of Hiftory,” on purpoſe to rake to- 


whit Dirt and Scandal he ch,, to tfiro 
upon the Orthodox Side, and Plicken the 
Cauſe which cannot be confuted. a 
But the Calumny he e as Comet 
is much more blameable than his Miſtake in dating 
it. That the Emperor mig ght bo influenced in his 
Judgment, by the Biſhops ern own and former 


Nimes, there may be Reaſon to believe: Bur that 


Maha the DireQion oF thei Jodgment, and pack d 


ad Affembly of Men; that were at bis Diſpoſal, and 7 


ready to do whatever he would have them, is an 


Accuſation which, tiſl the Author hal gere bet= 


ter Proof of it than his own naked Aſſertion, can 


deſerve but little Craft. The Hiftorian® indeed 


ane ue that the Emperor called & Coun- 
ef H own uit h, but not that he 


n of that Faith, or that they wert 


Nie ready to do as he ſhould bid them. And Jeet 


e's 


thit chere could be ere e leere, 


Wonder if the fiereer Aiam were left out, no had 
excladed the Orthodox, and behaved 
much Virulence in the Reign of Valin, 


duden vieh them? Bur the Macadbnuns, who 


| bad hewf+-2- fairer Temper, were admitted; 


and our Autbor has very . ſuggrited this 
of Evid e- f n rio cf. scent. 
N N. 5 K Fact, 


9 N. 
1 rand 
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F 205, i in Confutation of himſelf, when this Crap 


cil, which, eee ee be ALL oO 


the Emperor's own Paz ry, is yet, in another 
Place, allowed to have had in it no leſs than 
Tuizrr Stix or Tut MACEDONIAN 


PARTY: Which gives Proof that there was 


greater Freedom in the Council than this Author 


allows. They were invited to be preſent, and 
if they afterwards withdrew, the Council is not 
auſmerabie for heir Ferverinorls | 


Chandler, page 97. © The ſecond [Cound] at at 
« Conftantineple added the Holy Ghoſt to the 
cc ſame Subftance of the Father, and made the 
« ſame individual Nature to belong equally 
« and wholly to Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt; 
thus making them Three diſtin Ne in 
7 One undivided Elience: ; 


The Creed of Conflantinople ſi 1 for inſet: 
The Word 3 is not there expreſly applied 
to the Holy Gboſt, tho' I grant the Meaning of it 
is fully and clearly implied in thoſe; Explications. 


But why is this called avp1 Ns the Holy Ghoſt to 


the ſame Subſtance of the Father, and MAKING 
them Three Perſons in one Eſſence ;, as if the Council 


bad aſſumed a Power of adding to the Faith, 


or making a new Doctrine to become Ortho- 
dox? At the Council of Nice, there was leſs 
need of enlarging on the Doctrine of the Holy Ghoſt, 
becauſc that was not the Point in Debate. But the 
Faithoſ the Church was always the ſame, and when 
the Controverſy was turned upon this Point by the 


 Mocedenians 


[@] 
Macedonians or Pneumatomathi, it ſoon pee 
in fuller and clearer Explications, as may be ſeen 


in the Writings of Athanaſius, Baſil and Gregory 


 Nazianzen. I Tho' the Arians, no Doubt, were 
of the ſame Sentiments, yet they had uſed to be 
filent on that Head. But when the Macedonians, 


who ſometimes agreed to uſe the Word 5poio:G- 


of the Second Perſon (but in an evaſive. Senſe) 


appeared to innovate ſo dangerouſly as to the 
Third; the Catholicks could not - but think 
themſelves concern'd to guard againſt them. And 
therefore not only the two Councils of Alexau- 
dria, near Twenty Years before this at Conftan- 
tinople, but more lately, the Council of I/lyricum 


(as Mr. Chandler himſelf * obſerves) declared e- 


preſly for the Conſubfantiality of the whole Tri- 


nity, F and we may add, rejected the Macedonian 
Explication of the Word Ile, as importing 


only a liteneſi of Subſtance. With the ſame View 
the Creeds produced by Epip anius, Þ arc more 
expreſs in the Article of the Holy Ghoſt, than 

the Nicene Creed had been. All theſe. was prior 
to the Council of Conſtantinople ; which, when it 
met, had only to approve and retain the Phraſes 
which it found in uſe, as neceſſary to guard 


. againſt the preſent Subtiltics of Hereſy. + 


+ See Hiftorical Account of the Trinitarian Conrovery, rag 
234, 235. 246. | 
* Introd, pag. 39. þ | 
$ Theod. Hiſt. eel, lib, 4. cap. 7. See Hiſtorical Account, 
pag. 250, 
| + Epiphan. in Ancorat, 5 20. See Hiſtorical Account, pag. 189. 
- See Hiſt. Account, pag. 264, 265, 
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Chandler, ibid. «Bat: es. cn en the 
« Son to be truly Man; as well as truly God, 
I the Biſhops brought a new Controverſy in- 
the Church, and fell into furious Debates 
« and Quarrels about his Perſonality. 


' And is it not then a Matter of Importance to 
aſſert him to be traly Man? I ſhould have ex- 
pected our Author to agree that the Humanity of 
Chrift is a fundamental Doctrine, whatever he 
thinks of his Divinity. But it ſeems he is of 
Opinion, that the Inſertion of ſuch Explications 
in the Creed and Synodical Epiſtle, gave Riſe 
to the Neſtorian and Eutychian Coptroverſies, 
which created afterwards ſo much 1 iſtration 
and Perplexity. But in this alſo he miſtakes the 
Caſe, for a Diſpute of this kind was really in the 
Church before, which gave Occaſion to the 
Council for inſerting thoſe Explications. The 
Nicene Fathers had afferted the Incarnation of 
Chriſt, as well as his conſubſtantial Divinity, that 
he came down, and was incarnate, and was made 
Man. But when the Apollinarian Hereticks, 
who pretended to agree to the Nicene Faith, had 
yet ftrangely innovated in the Doctrine of the 
"Incarnation, * the Fathers at Conflaminople 
thought proper to expreſs it ſomewhat ſtronger, 
by inſerting that Clauſe from the ſhorter Creed 
of Epiphanius, which had been lately levelled 
againſt this new Hereſy, that he came down from 
Heaven, and was incarnate by the "_ Ghoſt of 


$ ® See Hiſtorical Account, pag, ai G. 


the 
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Virgin Mary, and was made Man; which is 

more fully explained in their Synodical E- 
iſle, * where chey profeſs to retain the Dudria 
of our Lord's Incarnation uncorrupe, not eftreming 
tim to be without Soul or Mind, nor repreſenting 
the Diſpenſation of the Fleſþ to be any way imper- 
fet, but acknowledging the whole, that as before 
all Ages be ſubfifted the perfje# Word of God, fo for 
our Sahuation in theſe latter Days be became penal 
Man. 


VIII. Lo 


Chandler, page 8. — Laud, who was 2 re- 
« puted Papiſt in Oxford, and a Man of a dan- 
« gerous turbulent Spirit.” — Aud again, 
page 81. Laud carried all before him, and 
c ruled the Church with a Rod of Iron. and 

4, though he ſeems to have had too much Pride 
« to ſubmit to the Pope of Rome, he acted the 
« Part of a Pope himſelf, — bringing the 
« Church of England, in Rites and Ceremonies, 

| © to as near aReſemblance, as poſſibly he could, 
« ny Popiſh Superſtitions he introduced into 
« the publick Worſhip, — by the Lenity 

„ which was ſhewn through the whole of his 

'  «< Adminiſtration to the Papiſts themſelves. — 

No Man of Compaſſion can read his Treat» 

« ment of Dr. Leighton, without being 

« ſhocked, Sc. | 


So it ſeems Lenity to Papifts anna Crime 


as Severity to other People! I had thought to 


”* " # Theed, Hl. Becl, lib. 5. cap. 9. See allo Hiſt, Acc. pag. 264. 
3 ' 


1 : 


_ confine my Animad verſions to the fourth Cen- : | 


tury: But ſince there is no one, beſides Athanaſius, 
againſt whom this Author has riſen with ſo much 
Rage and Vehemence, as our great and good 


Archbiſhop Laud, I cannot forbear making the 


two following Reflections, and ſhall leave the 
fuller Vindication of that bleſſed Martyr to ſome 
abler Pen, which may chaſtiſe the Inſolence of 
this Author in that and other Points of Englib 


| Hiſtory. 


1. As to the Caſe of Dr. Libros, (whoſe Peti- 
tion is inſerted at length, to raiſe the greater Odi- 


um) we have the Account of his Uſage under 


Confinement only from himſelf, and no candid 
Reader would lay great Streſs upon the Complaint 
of a notorious Criminal, but either doubt of the 


Facts, if not otherwiſe ſupported, or at leaſt im- 


pute any ill Uſage he received to the Miſ-conduct 


of inferior Officers. He found a Parliament 


ready enough to receive and encourage Complaints 
of this Kind, and if his Allegations were ad- 
mitted without ſtrictly enquiring into the Truth 
of the Facts, or who were properly to be charged 
with them, it was but ſuitable to the Genius and 
other Proceedings of thoſe Times. 

His Puniſhment itſelf might be ſevere, and in- 
flicted by Sentence of the Court of Star-Chamber, 
of which Laud (though not at that Time Arch- 
Biſhop) was pars Magna. But I deſire the Read- 
er would confider him not as a Sufferer for Reli- 
gion, but for Sedition. The Book which he mentions 
as the Ground of his Sufferings (not pious Plea, as 
Mr. Chandler prints it, but Son s Plea againſt the Pre- 

(Uacy 
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1200 I have had no Opportunity of peruſing 
But I am aſſured by one that had, that it contains, 
among other Things, a moſt bitter Invective 


- againſt the then Queen, as one of the Daughters 


of Hetb, exciting a Faction to demoliſh her and 
the Biſhops, and perſwading them that it was as 
much their E Doty to endeavour their Deſtruction, 
as it was the Duty of the 1/raclites to extermirtate 
the Canganitiſh Nations. And now let Mr. 
Chandler ſay, whether any Government would or 
ought to cndure ſuch Inſolence as this! 

I meet with much the ſame Aecount in Ib 
vl, * that he was puniſhed for this Book « dedi- 
& cated to the laſt Parliament, counſelling them to 
« kill all the Biſbops, by ſmiting them under the Fifth 


Rib, and railing againſt the Queen, calling her a 


&« Canaanite and Idolatreſs.” I find alfo, in the Ar- 
ticles exhibited againſt him, + that, beſides many 
virulent Expreſſions againſt the Queen as a Daugh- 


ter of Heth, againſt the Canons of the Church as 


Nonſenſe, againſt the Prelacy as Amtichriftian and 
Satanical, againſt the Biſbops as Ravens, Pye- 
Maggots ad Men of Blood, &c. he direQly de- 
nied the King any Power in Matters of Religion, 
and impiou/ly commended him that killed the Duke 
of Buckingham, and encouraged or bers to do the 
lite. Such was the Exorbitancy and Inſolence of 
his Expreſſions, that we are told the two Lord 
Chief Fuſtices, being preſent, delivered their Opi- 
none, © * that they would, without any Scruple, 


* Whithel's Memorials, pag. 14. 3 16e. ste lo Walkers 
Sufferings of the Clergy, Put I. pag 

4 Roftrworth's Collections, Par. 1 N ine 
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<« that it was his Majeſty's exceeding great Mercy | 
4 and Goodneſs, that he was brought to receive 
« the Cenſure of this Court, and not queſtioned 
« at another Tribunal a3 2 Traitor. 

Such ſeditious Practices might be a fit Recom- 
mendation of him to therebellious Party, who ap- 
pointed him their Goaler at Lambeth, when they 
had turned the Archbiſhop's Houſe into a Priſon 
forthe Loyal Clergy and Gentry : In which-Office, 
we are told, be did to ſome Purpoſe make Repriſals 
for his Damages, and perſecuted the Purſes ¶ of his 
Priſoners] with as much Rigor and Severity ar 
his Maſters did their Perſons. After all this Ao- 
count of the Temper and Behaviour of the Man, 
as it ſeems the Archbiſhop's Enemies thought 
vot fit to make this any Article of Accuſation at 
kis Trial, fa! I ſhould hope Mr. Chandler himſelf 
may be aſhamed to appear any more an Advocate 
for ſuch a Criminal, or borrow his Words to tra- 
duces Biliop,who was ad6 more rigorous 1 
Crimes deſerved. 

2. As te the ſenſeleſs Charge. of Na 4 
other Cal umnies, I ſhall only ſubjoin the Judg ; 
ment of Limboreh, who to be ſure was no Bigot 

to Eecleſiaſtical Power, and for whom I ſuppoſe 


Ms mee have ſome Defercnee,' Tinepho 


» Rujſhwordh, page 56. St age. Hier of gn, 

Vol. 2. Book. 1 | Book 1. Chap. 2. ad an. 1639. 

+ Nate Colleftions, Val. 1. page a. Se ls Walter's 
"Ore RON 03 57. W FM | 
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4 ebe een Hiftory of 
ti Limborch then, in his Preface to 


the Second Edicion of Preffanium ac Erudito- 


* 


flerdam, 1684, after naming ſeveral Perſons whoſe 


Epitlcs are added in that Second Edition, hes | 


theſe Words; — and laſth, the Epiftles of 


tie mo Reverend William Laud, Archbiſhop of 
Canterbury, mf worthy ef all Remembrance - 
Ad afterwards, when he is fhewing what Judg- 
| ment may be formed of the Spirit and Temper of 
the Writers from theſe friendly Correſpondencies, 
he proceeds; + But above all the moſt Re- 
vrrend William Laud, Archbiſbop of Canterbury, 

* who was beheaded by red-bot Zealots, for the Cauſe 


of Religion, ſhows himſelf an admirable Man: Who, 


# — Ac tandetn rah dennen c Gu 
uli Landi. Epiſtolæ omni memorii digniſſimæ. 


'Cantuarienſis Guilielmws Lauda, ob Cauſam Religionis a 
Zelotis ſecuri percuſſus: qui adeò gtaviter impetitus, tot 
| — familiariſſinis ad Vaſſum Epiſtalis aullum 

cogtra ferociſſimos inimicos maledictum profert z ſed ad ſervatoris 


tur, now comminatus ef; ſed maledicemibu: benediit, & propor- 

{ ardentiſſimè precatus eſt. Hic ab immaii criminati- 
one, qu ab ĩaſenſiſſimis inimicis coram toto orbe palam & odio” 
i fifflimseſt traductus, quaſi Papatum in Kccleſiam Aug lc re- 


| ſui exemplum, cum ei malediceretur non maledixit, & cum patere- 


ducgre moliretur, aded plene purgatur, ut ne ipſa Glace“ quic- 
qm quod admordext reperire poflit, Exſtant hic continuatue 


iplius cflagitationes, vel decies in 'Epiſtolis cjus repetitz, ut . 


ſs provinciam' Barenium confutandi in ſe fulcipiat 3 aded quidem 
ut id urgere nunquam deſtiterit: Magneperd (inquit) cupia, antequ 


faca mibi aperiant Sequlchrum, + Daroglum Ar fes tais Pell d 1 
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rum virorum Epiftole Ecclefiaftice printed at An- 
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being ſo vehemently ſet upon, vonded: mii id many 
Calummies, does not, inthe moſt ſumilian Lintersto. 
Voſſius, utter any ill Languagt againſt bis Fercift 
Enemies; but after the Example of bis Samar, 
when he was reviled, he reviled not, and π] . 
he ſuffered, he threatened not, but bleſſed hem 
that curſed? him, and moſt ardentiy prayed for. © 
them that perſecuted him. Here be is ſoentirely: 
purged from that monſtrous Accuſation, with which _ 
he was by the moſt enraged Enemies openly and t 
odioufly traduced before the whole World, as if he. 
was endeavouring to bring - back Popery into the, 
Church of England, that Deviliſbne/s itſelf can ud 
nothing where to fix its Teeth. Here are bis cou. 
tinned Inflances, repeated no lis than ran Times. 
over in his Letters, that Voſſius would:take upon 
himſelf the Tust of confuting Baronius; inſomuch, 


that he never left off to urge it. I greatly de- 
« fire (hs he) before I go to the Grave, to ſee 


« Baronius falling under your Arms; nor may YOu, 
* expect any Letter from me without a Spur 
to excite you to chat Work.] This is the glo- 
dus Character which Lr BORA gives of 
* Ab p: And *how unworthily has Mr. Chandler 
dealt bychis own Author, to introduce a Book of 
his with throwing out Reproach and Obloquy f 
upon the ſame Perſon ? But from this generous 
Teſtimony of a learned Foreigner, we Et that 
Fruth and Innocence will get the Victory, and: 
h Memory of the Nuß will l. when be 
cf Pears.” Wicket ſboll rr. 2 he. 3 e 
wag | 1 EE 58. 5 8 884 g 
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